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2 CHAPTER 2 - ABSTRACT 
2.1 ENGLISH 
This assignment investigates the term psychopathy described by Robert Hare and more so the relation 
between labeling and diagnosing someone from the financial sector as a ‘psychopath’. Firstly the assignment 
will include descriptions as well as definition of the essential terms.  
Followed afterwards  by an analysis working around Hare and his theory on psychopathy, using social 
constructionism, and psychoanalysis. From there on, an examination of the portrayal of Bernard Madoff and 
Stein Bagger, with the use of methods as well as three appeal forms, three types of semiotics, and two types of 
discourse analysis. Finalizing the dissertation around the plausible evidential correlation between labelling and 
diagnosing which therefore emphasizes the psychopathic characteristics of labelled psychopaths being 
potential psychopaths. Though recognizing that no clinically approved diagnosis of psychopathy is available and 
to finally conclude that it has become clear during our research, that there is a correlation between the people 
labelled a psychopath and the people who show characteristics relating to Hare’s definition of psychopathy and 
would be diagnosed as such, had they been in a situation, where this would be relevant.  
2.2 DANSK 
Denne aflevering vil undersøge begrebet ’psykopati’ defineret af Robert Hare og mere specifikt relationen 
mellem ’mærkning’ og ’ diagnosticering’ af et individ fra den finansielle sektor som psykopat. Opgaven omfatte 
beskrivelser og definitioner af begreber som er essentielle for opgaven. Dernæst en analyse som udarbejdes 
omkring Robert Hare’s teori om psykopati ved hjælp socialkonstruktionisme samt psykoanalysen. Derfra en 
undersøgelse af skildringen af Bernard Madoff og Stein Bagger i medierne, ved hjælp af relevante metoder, 
samt tre appelformer, tre typer af semiotik, og to typer af diskursanalyse. Afhandlingen færdiggøres omkring 
plausible beviser som viser en sammenhæng mellem ’mærkning’ og ’diagnosticering’, hvilket derfor er med til 
at understrege de psykopatiske kendetegn for ’mærkede psykopater’ som en relation til Robert Hare’s 
definition.  Selvom der ikke findes en anerkendt samt klinisk godkendt diagnose af begrebet psy kopati, kan det 
endelig konkluderes, ud fra vores undersøgelser, at der er en sammenhæng mellem individer ’mærket’ som en 
psykopater, og de mennesker, der viser kendetegn på psykopati ud fra Hare’s definition og ville blive 
diagnosticeret sådan, havde de været i en situation, hvor det var være relevant. 
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3 CHAPTER 3 - D IMENSIONS (METHODS AND THEORIES) 
In our project, psychopathy in workplaces, we covered the two dimensions, Subjectivity & Learning and Text & 
Sign. In this chapter we will elaborate on the given methods and theories which we are using within the 
dimensions in this dissertation. 
3.1 SUBJECTIVITY AND LEARNING 
We cover the Subjectivity & Learning dimension by using multiple theories and methods, such as: 
Freud’s model of personality, Social Constructionism, Critical Discourse Analysis, Foucauldian 
Discourse Analysis, and lastly Hare’s Model and theory of Psychopathy. 
3.1.1 Freud’s model of personality 
The project will be consisting of an elaboration of the psychoanalytical direction to create a scientifica l ly 
theoretical overview to the theoretical focus in the project. In this project, Freud’s psychoanalysis is 
relevant to employ in a scientifically theoretical aspect because we are working with Robert Hare’s 
description of a certain psychodynamic process and furthermore how it is affected by or affects society. 
Working with the human psyche it seemed indispensable to include the father of modern psychoanalys is, 
Sigmund Freud. Freud’s model of personality is essential in understanding Robert Hare’s theory of what 
makes a psychopath. The ongoing debate of whether a psychopath is formed by his surroundings or born 
with a certain genetic code that predetermines him to behave in a psychopathic manner, is deeply 
influenced by Freud’s ideas and theories (Harré, 2006). 
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Figur 1. Freud’s model of personality, illustrating the three structures of the personality and the 
conscious, unconscious and preconscious. 
  
  
3.1.2 Social constructionism 
This scientific project will contain an amplification of social constructivism, to create a scientifica l ly 
theoretical overview of the theoretical focus on society in the project. The relevance of using social 
constructivism is to portray the dimensions and discourses Hare is working within, thereby being able to 
conduct a critical point of view towards the diagnosis of psychopathy, and to give an implication and 
critical point of view within the cases i.e. Bernie Madoff and Stein Bagger. This debate works hand in 
hand with social constructionism. A theory, which claims that the individ ual does not develop 
understanding, significance and meaning separately, but in coordination with other human beings. In 
regards to psychopathy this theory is important in the way that it describes that humans rationalize their 
experiences by creating a cognitive model of the  social world and how the latter social world functions. 
This could start to explain how and why a psychopath sees the world different from a healthy human 
being. The second important aspect in social constructionism is the language. Social constructionism 
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claims that language is the most essential system through which humans construct reality (Gergen & 
Gergen, 2004). 
  
3.1.3 Discourse Analysis 
When using Discourse Analysis in this project, in this case Critical Discourse Analysis and Foucauldian 
Discourse Analysis, we find it necessary to mention that it is both a part of the dimension Subjectivity 
and Learning and a part of the dimension Text and Sign. When working with Discourse Analysis within 
this dimension the focus is primarily on the performance and social actions within a given text or article. 
This ties in nicely with the discourse analysis where language is used to perform a variety of social 
actions. Understanding how language is used in everyday life to accomplish the constructions of versions 
of actions and events is crucial in understanding how a psychopath deals with everyday life (McKinlay 
& McVittie, 2008). 
3.1.3.1 Critical discourse analysis 
This specific Discourse Analysis seeks to examine the way in which people's talk instantiates forms of 
social or political inequality such as the intention or interpretation of the use or notion of the word 
psychopathy. The analysis of discourse, within a critical discourse analysis, contains an emphasis on the 
way it is affected by power and ideology. It is specifically interested in understanding how social 
inequalities get to be produced and reproduced in language and how these social problems can be 
challenged. Within Critical Discourse Analysis, there is a notion that changes in discursive practices are 
related to changes in non-discursive elements of the social world (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008). 
  
3.1.3.2 Foucauldian discourse analysis 
This specific discourse analysis seeks to examine how language structures display a historical nature in 
that they change over time and, in the changing, shape and reflect social and institutional practices. In 
this paper, however, the focus has been on how language structures display a relation to the social 
phenomena of psychopathy. It analyses how the language carry implications of how an individual will 
construe experience. Furthermore, it views discourse as a locus where social objects are constructed, 
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although the proper analysis of such constructive phenomena is understood to involve reference to extra-
linguistic matters of power and material relations within society (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008). 
3.1.4 Hares model of psychopathy 
Lastly, we included Robert Hare’s theory of psychopathy, including his PCL-R. Robert Hare is one of 
the most influential psychiatrist’s researching psychopathy, making him perfect in first understand ing 
and later explaining what a psychopath is. Robert Hare formed our understanding of what psychopathy 
is and how to recognize it. A great deal of this project is based on his knowledge and understanding of 
psychopathy (Spiegel, 2011).   
3.2 TEXT AND SIGN 
The Text & Sign dimension is covered by using Semiotics, the Three Appeal Forms, Discourse Analys is, 
Structuralism - within Structuralism; A.J. Greimas Actantial Model, Ferdinand de Saussure's model of 
Meaning, and C.S. Pierce’s Model of Meaning. 
3.2.1 Semiotics 
Semiotics, also known as Semiology, is the study of signs and how signs work, focusing primarily on the 
system of signs in the text. Within semiotics there are 3 main areas: the sign itself (i.e. consisting of 
varieties, conveying meaning, and how they relate to the people who use them), the code/system in which 
the signs are organized (i.e. the development in the systems, that covers the needs in a society and 
exploring the channels of communication available for their transmission) and the culture in which these 
codes/systems and signs operate (i.e. dependent on the use of such and how the signs uses/creates 
existence and form) 
  
3.2.2 The Three Appeal forms 
The three appeals, Ethos, Pathos and Logos are practically a must-use when analysing texts or articles. 
To write a text that is enjoyable to read, worth reading and containing facts, one must use all three appeal 
forms. Ethos (credibility) used to convince by the character of the author. If we respect the author, we 
are much more likely to believe the author. So to use Ethos means making oneself an authority on paper 
as well as someone who is likeable and worthy of respect, in one word to be credible. Pathos (Emotiona l) 
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means to persuade the reader by appealing to the reader's emotions. The choice of language can influence 
the emotional response the reader might have towards the text. This, then in turn, can be used to enhance 
an argument. 
Logos (Logical) means to persuade using reasoning. It refers to the internal consistency of the message. 
The clarity of the claim, the logic of its reasons, and the effectiveness of its supporting evidence. It is 
claimed that from all three appeals Logos is the most important one. Reason is the heart of every 
argument and while Pathos and Ethos are important as well, Logos is what makes the argument believab le 
(Fiske, 1982). 
  
3.2.3 Discourse analysis 
When working with Discourse analysis, we find it that the use of different discourse analysis’ on the 
texts or articles, it is both a part of the dimension Subjectivity and Learning and also part of the dimens ion 
Text and Sign. When working with Discourse analysis within this dimension the focus is primarily on 
the Text and the Sign. 
  
3.2.4 Structuralism 
We are using structuralism to study and analyse articles. Structuralism is understood to be replacing 
ideological differences based on believe in different things as a process of ontologizing the argument. 
Moreover, one can always interpret a text freely, as long as it is arguable. Structuralism is a hermeneutic 
processes and is the experience one receives from texts or images (what the eye captures visually). Within 
structuralism, we are working with the theories and models by A.J. Greimas, Ferdinand de Saussure, and 
C.S. Pierce (Elias, 2011). 
3.2.4.1 A.J. Greimas actantial model 
The model of A.J. Greimas is working around the concepts sender, helper, object, opponent, receiver, 
and a subject. It is used in this project to clarify the different notions one can find in a text or article.  It 
is used to give both the reader and writer of this project a more clear understanding of the presentation 
of the given text or article Elias, 2011. 
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Figure 2. - A.J. Greimas actantial model, illustrating the correspondence between sender, object, 
receiver, helper, subject and opponent. 
  
3.2.4.2 Ferdinand de Saussure model of meaning 
In this model, the sign consists of its physical form and, moreover, an associated mental concept, and 
this concept is in its turn an apprehension of external reality. The sign relates to reality only through the 
concepts of the people who use it. According to this model, the focus is primarily on the sign itself. 
Within this model it is understood that a sign is consisting of a signifier (the signs image) and a signif ied 
(the mental concept to which it refers). The concept Saussure's signifier and signified has been useful on 
several articles and the analysis of these. To recognize who or what the signifier and signified is, is at the 
same time to understand and realize the meaning of any text. Therefore, it was irremissible to make use 
of this theory if we wanted to understand the true meaning of any given text (Elias, 2011).  
 
Figure 2 
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Model by Ferdinand de Saussure, illustrating structuralism using sign, signifier, signified, and 
signification. 
  
  
3.2.4.3 C.S. Pierce Model of Meaning 
This specific model sees the sign, to which it refers, and its uses the three points of a triangle. Each 
closely related to the other two.  Moreover, it can only be understood in terms of the others. Here it is 
understood that a sign is something that stands for something to somebody - in some respect or capacity. 
It addresses somebody, that is, in the mind of that person creates an equivalent sign, or perhaps a more 
developed sign. The sign, which it creates, is called the interpretant of the first sign. Within this model, 
the focus lies primarily on the object. The sign stands for something, its object. We have used this specific 
model when analysing the different texts or articles (Elias, 2011). 
 
Figure 3 
Model by C.S. Pierce, illustrating the interaction between the sign, the interpreter and the object. 
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3.3 METHODS IN HUMAN SCIENCE 
3.3.1 Interviews 
3.3.1.1 Phenomenological method 
When working with interviews, a method worth using is the phenomenological method, which is 
consisting of the matters that are described. It is important that what is given in an interview, is described 
as precisely and complete as possible, according to Merleau-Ponty (1962). However, even though this is 
the goal, it is not possible. Spielberg (1960) illustrates this by using methods such as “to the matters 
themselves” or “keeping the eyes open”. Within the philosophy of phenomenology, objectivity is an 
expression of accuracy to what is investigated. Understood here is that the essential goal is an 
investigation of essence, which is done by shifting between describing separate phenomena and searching 
for their common essence (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 31). 
  
3.3.1.2 Epistemological 
Moreover, Epistemology is another method relevant when working with interviews. Epistemology is the 
philosophy about knowledge, in other words it is given to be the knowledge about knowledge. It involves 
long-standing debates about what knowledge is and how it is obtained. This is relevant in accordance to 
interviews because an interview is the theoretical philosophy of sharing, finding or investiga t ing 
knowledge (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 55). 
  
4 INTRODUCTION 
Psychopathy is a mental disease which has been disregarded in professional cycles. More intriguing is 
the lack of studies when working within the financial sector. In the recent editions of DSM (Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorder) and ICD (international classification of diseases) 
psychopathy is not even listed anymore. According to Millon, Simonsen, Birket-smith, and Davis 
(1998) this is due to fact that too many mental diseases have been discovered and named. Psychopathy 
used to be the description for many of them combined but now that the field has become too broad 
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psychopathy has been left out.  
 
To research what the modern understanding of psychopathy is we chose to mainly work with Robert 
Hare. First because Hare is one of the few psychologists still working with the term psychopathy. 
Secondly because he redefined the term and actually wrote a book about psychopathy at workplaces. 
Even though the said book is partly fictional it gives a good deal of indication on what a psychopath in 
a workplace consists of.  Robert Hare developed the idea of a checklist to discover if one has 
psychopathic tendencies. He called it the Psychopathy Checklist-Revised (PCL-R). Within it he claims 
he can provide a valid indication in order to see if a person is a psychopath. Of course this can not be 
used by laymen. One should be a trained psychologist to use the evaluation method correctly. 
 
Since Robert Hare and his theory was simply not enough to truly understand the phenomena that is 
psychopathy we worked with plenty of other theories as well. We used Freud's model of personality, 
Social Constructionism, Discourse Analysis (the critical and the foucauldian), Semiotics, the three 
appeals, Structuralism, A.J. Greimas actantial model, Saussure's model of meaning, C.S. Pierce's model 
of meaning,  Phenomenological method and Epistemology. All the theories were helpful but we felt 
that if we wanted to really get behind what a psychopath in a workplace is we would have to research 
an actual psychopath in a workplace. Since we have no means of locating a psychopath in our own 
everyday life, we chose to work with two case studies of people who have either been labeled or 
diagnosed a psychopath. Bernard Madoff and Stein Bagger.  
All this combined with further elaboration determines our dissertation. 
 
Labelling someone a ’psychopath’ is currently something used in everyday life. Used as a word that 
defines someone with an ‘odd’ or ‘different’ behavior. Often it is used without the knowledge of what a 
psychopath actually is. Over a long period, the concept ‘psychopathy’ had been part of the diagnost ic 
system. However, in 2010 it was removed from the known diagnostic systems; Diagnostic and Statistica l 
Manual of Mental Disorder (DSM), and international classification of diseases (ICD). Nevertheless, 
Robert Hare is one who still works with the concept as a diagnosis. He has made his own system 
regarding the concept ‘psychopathy’ called the Psychopathy Checklist-Revised (PCL-R). We are curious 
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to study what happens when one is labelled a psychopath in contrast to when one is diagnosed with the 
mental disease. 
  
   
5 PROBLEM DEFINITION 
In our project, we are investigating the use of the concept ‘psychopathy’ as a label as opposed to a 
diagnosis of certain people within the financial sector. We have specified our project towards two cases; 
Bernard Madoff and Stein Bagger, whom both are criminals within the corporate world and have 
committed and been sentenced for fraud. Bernard Madoff was diagnosed a psychopath whereas Stein 
Bagger was labelled a psychopath. Within these cases we are going to study how the person in each given 
case where projected before they were caught as well as after. 
5.1 PROBLEM FORMULATION 
-       What is the relation between labeling and diagnosing someone from the financial sector as a 
‘psychopath’? 
5.2 RESEARCH QUESTIONS 
- What is the history and prior knowledge behind the concept psychopathy? 
- What is labelling in regards to psychopathy within the case of Stein Bagger? 
- What is diagnosing in regards to psychopathy within the case of Bernard Madoff? 
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6 PRIOR KNOWLEDGE 
6.1 PRIOR 
To understand any phenomenon or theory one needs thorough knowledge of its concepts including 
history, meaning, intentions and studies behind it. Within this dissertation, we found it important to add 
and explain the given variations in regards to psychopathy. The following will be an elaboration of 
such.  
6.1.1 History 
In regards to the history of the term ”psychopathy”, it will be important to make a distinction between 
the past and present. Furthermore it is important to portray what could be defined as the pre-past, that is, 
to further describe the phenomenon that is psychopathy. 
Firstly, and in regards to the so-called pre-past, one can begin as early as the time of Aristotle, and his 
student Theophrastus. It is of course important to mention, that here, one is not talking about the actual 
diagnosis of psychopathy, but rather descriptions of the features that now characterize the diagnosis. In 
regards to Theophrastus, one can look at his writings and see how it corresponds closely to the current 
conceptions of psychopathy (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 3). He writes: 
“The unscrupulous Man will go and borrow more money from a creditor he has never paid….When 
marketing he reminds the butcher of some service he has rendered him and, standing near the scales, 
throws in some meat, if he can, and a soup-bone. If he succeeds, so much the better; if not, he will snatch 
a piece of tripe and go off laughing. (Quoted in Widinger, Corbitt, & Million, 1991, p. 63)”(Millon, 
Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 3) 
The reason this historical account, will now jump to the “past”, is due to the estimated importance of the 
history of psychopathy. Because we focus on Robert Hare predominantly, it is regarded to be of most 
relevance to touch upon the historical perspective in regard to him.    
During the past and early days both the science behind psychopathy and the concept itself, was rather 
vague. There were no standard definitions or widely accepted measurements of diagnosis. Furthermore 
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if such diagnoses were made, it was only at the premises of the personal experiences of the diagnostic ian 
(Babiak & Hare, 2006, 20 - 21). 
The before mentioned can be defined as the early days in regards to the term, according to Robert Hare's 
distinction. This distinction is due to the significance he places on Hervey Cleckley’s work and the 
fundamental change his research has done in regard to defining psychopathy (Babiak & Hare, 2006, 21 
- 22).  
Cleckley worked as a psychiatrist in a psychiatric facility in the late 1930s. Here he began to  
realize that many of his patients did not display the usual symptoms of mental illness. He wondered why 
many of them seemed to behave “normal” under most conditions. However these particular patients could 
manipulate, charm and take advantages of others, even the staff. These observations of behaviour led 
Cleckley to see these individuals as psychopaths and he began to study them thoroughly. 
Eventually this led him to write the book, The Mask of Sanity (1988), which would become a classic and 
standard textbook on psychopathy (something which had been absent before).  
However, Cleckley never intended his work to be a formal checklist or definition to be used for diagnosis, 
or for characterizing of psychopathy. Additionally he had never done any statistical testing of the model 
either. Thus, the term psychopathy had yet to be studied more, and a verification of Cleckley’s 
observations was left to others (Babiak & Hare, 2006, 20 - 22 ). 
Robert Hare played a significant role in this further work. Hare’s work can be described as a fundamenta l 
part of the present definition of psychopathy. 
Due to Hare’s work in a maximum-security penitentiary, he took interest in the behaviour of psychopaths. 
In this work, he found that Cleckley’s definition lacked further foundation. Additionally he focused on 
finding a clear way to define psychopathy as this was a key thing missing. This was largely due to the 
fact that there was no consensus in the clinical world, in what definition to use. 
His focus was on the distinction between what traits and behaviours that distinguish a psychopath from 
a non-psychopath. Furthermore, he focused on tests of observation in regards to the negative or positive 
feature of words, so to make a list of questions that could (with Cleckley’s observations) help define a 
psychopath. Hare’s outcome was the Psychopathy Checklist-Revised, or PCL-R. According to Hare this 
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has since become the most acclaimed standard for measuring psychopathy, and thus lead to the present 
definition of the term (Babiak & Hare, 2006). 
In conclusion, it is important to note, that this is the history of the term psychopathy according to, and in 
regards to Robert Hare. Therefore, if one is to apply the method of source criticism to the book from 
which this account is based, a few enquiries arise. Firstly, one can question the use of the book as a 
secondary source hence the lack of reference to more historical sources. Also the fictional sections of the 
book, might give the sense of non-academic standards. Most importantly however, is the bias of Robert 
Hare, as co-author of the book. Both his own role and the role of the PCL-R, can be questioned in this 
regard. Nonetheless, the historical account of the term psychopathy (in regards to Robert Hare) seems to 
be viable despite the few enquiries. 
However, if one looks at the second book, used as reference for this chapter, it becomes apparent that the 
historical facts are valid (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 26). 
 
Furthermore, and as an appetiser for perhaps future work, one can mention the historical view of cross-
cultural aspects of psychopathy. Here the focus is on the historical descriptions of the features that 
correspond closely to the current conceptions of psychopathy. However, due to the largely Western based 
science behind the study of psychopathy, the cross-cultural view, tries to find these descriptions of 
features in other cultures. The point is to try and verify the social phenomenon of psychopathy, as a 
worldwide phenomenon rather than a product of Western science (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & 
Davis, 1998, 260). 
 
As examples one could look at the former mentioned Cleckley, who formed the view that Alcibiades, an 
Athenian general of the 5th century B.C. had strong features of psychopathy, such as being calm but 
lacking principles, and talented but failed to honor his commitments. Furthermore Plato describes his 
behavior as characterized as reckless, violent and impulsive (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 
1998, 262) 
. 
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Another example is the Yorubas of rural Nigeria who has a concept called ‘aranakan’, Which can be 
described as an individual who disregards the health and safety of others, is uncooperative and is full of 
malice (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 262). 
Lastly could be mentioned the Inuit of northwest Alaska, who have the concept of ‘kunlangeta’, a  person 
whose “mind knows what to do but [who] does not do it”. A further description is done by Dr. Murphy, 
J. M. (Professor of Psychiatry, Harvard Medical School), who had done work on both the Yorubas and 
the Inuits, describe ‘kunlangeta’ as: 
”This is an abstract term for the breaking of the many rules when awareness of the rules is not in 
question. It might be applied to a man who, for example, repeatedly lies and cheats and steals things and 
does not go hunting and, when the other men are out of the village, takes sexual advantage of many 
women – someone who does not pay attention to reprimands and who is always being brought to the 
elders for punishment”(Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 262-263) 
 
The interesting fact about the Inuit and Yorubas is that they believed that these conditions could not 
change. The Inuit, often dealt with the ‘kunlangeta’ by inviting them out fishing, but when no one was 
looking, pushing them over the edge of the ice (Millon, Simonsen, Birket-Smith & Davis, 1998, 263) 
The historical view of cross-cultural aspects of psychopathy, is interesting, firstly in regards to the 
concept of nature/nurture, but also in regards to the relation between labelling and diagnosing. The view 
brings about a point of perspective, which could bring about a broader discussion.   
     
6.1.2 Psychopathy 
Hare points out that the usual description of an anti-social or emotional deviant personality is 
described as a 'psychopath' in everyday language. This older and better-known name is still popular today 
and the description is in general the most used. Within social psychology, psychopaths are often referred 
to as people with a sociopathic personality disorder or antisocial disorder (Hare, 1972, 17). Hare states 
that the psychopath is often associated with particular characteristics, such as ill-conceived and headless 
actions overriding the needs of others in order to promote their own selfish agenda. These actions are 
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therefore always at the expense of others. The psychopath has a tendency of always getting into trouble 
and learns neither from punishment nor experience. In addition, psychopaths often seem to be missing 
sense and judgment and always have an ability to rationalize their own actions, as though they were 
righteous and justified (ibid, 18). Hare emphasizes that many people can adopt an aggressive and 
antisocial behavior, but without necessarily being psychopaths or emotionally deviant in a psychopathic 
sense. This is because they have been brought up in a criminal subculture or in an environment that in 
some way promote or reward just this kind of behavior (ibid, 22) 
Within the diagnosis of psychopathy, Hare states that there has always existed some controversy among 
clinicians and researchers about how to understand and work with psychopathy. Hare mentions various 
psychiatrists and researchers in the field, many of which have a consistent view on psychopathic traits in 
children. These traits are, for example, antisocial aggression, a dominant ego, narcissism, distancing 
themselves from conflicts, rage and lack of targeted behavior (ibid, 25). Hare stresses that within this 
term there are some difficulties of how designation must be understood and who falls under the 
designation. These difficulties are common to all psychiatric diagnosis, and is therefore subject to the 
issue, which he refers to as diagnostic reliability. 
Psychopathic personality traits are presented in different degrees, and according to Hare, scientists study 
how behavior can be conceptualized as normal and abnormal. Hare problematize how we can diagnose 
who is largely considered psychopathic. In addition, he points out that one must relate to the factors that 
determines who belongs to the category psychopath. From the diagrams, which measure the degree of 
psychopathy, the number of individual psychopathic characteristics are essential for the analysis. Hare 
believes that some psychopathic traits are more serious than others. According to Hare each psychopathic 
trait can be rated, which means that not only is the number of features relevant but it is also the intens ity 
of these that determine to which degree a person can be classified as psychopathic. In so doing, he 
questions how to define who exactly is predominantly psychopathic, within the amount of psychopathic 
traits. Under these circumstances, an individual's psychopathic position could only be determined by 
knowing the number and degree of the relevant characteristics (ibid, 28). 
Psychopathy, explained briefly, is a clinical construct of individuals who embody certain personality 
traits such as; grandiose, callous, manipulative, arrogant, superficial, short-tempered, dominant, unable 
to have strong emotional bonds with others, sensation seeking, and lack of empathy, guilt and/or remorse. 
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They have a socially irregular lifestyle, not necessarily criminal, consisting of a behavior that is 
irresponsible and impulsive. Furthermore, they have a predisposition to disregard or violate social 
settlements and rules. Their grandiosity, sense of entitlement, general lack of behavioral inhibitions, 
impulsivity, and egocentricity makes it easy for them to victimize the vulnerable, by using intimida tion 
and violence as tools to obtain power and control over others. They can activate different forms of 
aggression and even portentously use violence and aggression that are rapacious, deliberate or 
contributory (Hare, 2003; Meloy, 2002; Porter & Woodworth, 2006 cited in Meloy & Sheridan, 2008, 
218).  
6.1.3 Nature vs. nurture 
      It is seen that a discussion of whether psychopathy is something that is inherited or 
something, which is caused by upbringing is still something that is setting us in suspense. There has not 
yet been made any scientific studies, which has provided this knowledge. However, Robert Hare tries to 
expound his knowledge and conviction of these concepts and their impact. 
Before discussing the concepts and the impact on nature and nurture in accordance to Hare, it is relevant 
to elaborate on the significance of these concepts. Primarily, the elaboration of the concept nature, in 
relation to psychopathy. Nature is, by World Encyclopedia, given to be the inborn or hereditary 
characteristics as an influence on or determinant of personality (Encyclopedia). This description of the 
concept is coherent with how Hare uses the concept. Here it is found that the concept nature, when used 
in this paper is given by being what is inherited in one's genes, and in correlation with the influence this 
has got on one’s personality. In this case, it could be argued that psychopathy would or could arise from 
what is inherited from the genes of one's parents. Secondarily, the elaboration of the concept nurture, in 
relation to psychopathy, which here is set in contradiction to nature. “The common description of the 
controversy over the relative importance of heredity (nature) and environment (nurture) in the causation 
of human behaviour. The debate has been particularly important in certain fields of sociology, including 
education (with a focus on the heritability of intelligence), crime (with, for instance, dispute over the 
idea of an inherited criminal personality), and gender divisions (with heated debate over the importance 
of biology to observed differences in male—female behaviour)” (Encyclopedia).  This description is 
coherent with the usage of the concept within this paper, as well as when used by Hare. By this, it is 
found that the determination of nurture is the societal, environmental, and educational upbringing, which 
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determines and influences the characteristics of one’s self and personality. Here it can be argued that 
psychopathy would or could arise from what one gains in one's upbringing, such as educational and 
environmental effects. 
Through the recent theory and research in evolutionary psychology, Hare argues that psychopaths have 
certain traits in regards to carrying on their legacy. One of them is that many psychopaths have a nomadic 
lifestyle: a search for multiple mates. Another one is that the relationships that characterizes psychopathy 
are casual sexual relationships lacking genuine, long-term emotional and personal attachments to mates.  
Furthermore, frequent associations like using sex as a weapon or heartless treatment of friends is also 
some of the common features or character traits. Additionally there is the large production of children, 
containing little or no physical and emotional engagement in their well-being. These traits are argued to 
be heritable with the goal to provide genetic continuity (Babiak & Hare, 2006, 47-48). However, it is 
important to note that it is not scientifically proven that psychopathy is heritable. 
According to Hare, it is a popular assumption that the psychopathic personality structure of the individua l 
is developed based on the parent's' role as primary caregivers, in the early years. Hare is involving studies, 
which show that a high percentage of all psychopaths had an absent father (Hare 1972, 144). He points 
out that the psychopath's parents themselves are often antisocial or psychopathic. However, it is not all 
who share this assumption. These different perceptions may be due to the methodological approach often 
used for this kind of analysis. There is a tendency to use a retroactive method that works with those who 
are emotionally involved. In applying this method derives the empirical data created from the psychopath 
themselves, family members or friends, all of which are most often emotionally involved. 
Furthermore, Hare points out that there is a connection between psychopathy and the development of 
conscience. He divides the conscience into two independent components: Resisting temptation and guilt. 
Resisting temptation arises when a child does something wrong and is punished already during the actual 
performance or just before. Guilt arises if the child is punishable. If the punishment comes after a long 
break, or if the penalty is not awarded, there is neither created resistance to temptation nor guilt. Here 
Hare points out that the psychopath lacks both in their development of conscience, and from this it must 
be inferred that psychopathic personality structures developed based on parents' inconsistent punishment 
through childhood. 
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It is essential to emphasize that Cleckley inspired Hare’s theorization of psychopathy. Essential for 
Cleckley’s theory is that the psychopath's 'Mask of Sanity', which is reflected in a rational and effic ient 
person, conceals an inner chaos and thus a serious personality disorder. According to Cleckley 
psychopaths live in a different reality: "Although he deliberately cheats others and is quite conscious of 
his lies, he appears unable to distinguish adequately between his own pseudo intentions, pseudo remorse, 
pseudo love, and the genuine responses of a normal person” (Cleckley, 1988, 385). This results in a self-
destructive and deviant behavior. Their theoretical views differ, however, in a number of areas, as Hare 
has developed Cleckley hypotheses and thereby prepared the said PCL-R checklist. Hare’s checklist can 
examine different degrees of psychopathy and psychopathic traits in a practical way. Furthermore, Hare 
stresses the fact that psychopaths have disturbed reaction patterns when it comes to feelings, which leads 
to a lack of conscience and empathy. 
Here it is important to stress that within the concept of psychopathy one cannot define its development 
through nature or nurture. Society and the individual is inseparable, not each other's opposites. Society 
is necessary and complementary to the individual and vice versa. When humans are conceived they are 
merely biological, however as soon as humans are born, the society affects and transforms the human 
into a social unit, dependent on the society in, which the human is being brought up (Carr, 1961/2001, 
25). It is here the basic understanding that psychopathy is developed by an interaction between both 
societal and relational effects. 
6.1.4 Social constructionism 
It can be argued that Hare's theories contain certain social constructionist tendencies. Social 
constructionism is based on the understanding that the outside world is created from and by virtue of the 
man himself. The basic idea is that everything we think of as real, is socially constructed (Gergen & 
Gergen, 2004. 9). Within psychology Piaget was working with Social constructivism, however in this 
case we are going to focus on Social constructionism. 
         The idea behind social constructionism seems immediately simple and straightforward. However, 
according to social constructionists it opens up to a new way of thinking, regarding everything we've 
learned about ourselves and about the world (ibid, 8). Apart from this, most supporters of social 
constructionism are convinced that the theory can lead to a reassessment of thinking in terms of how we 
can act in new and different ways. An important point in social constructionism is that through the way 
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people communicate, we construct the world we live in, and the social relationships between people is 
paramount for how and why the world is as it is. In addition, one can state that everything we think of as 
good and bad things only exist as long as we as people in a society continue to reproduce these 
performances. As long as we continue to categorize our environment, our world remains relative ly 
predictable and predetermined (ibid, 10). Further to this, is the essence that social constructionism can 
lead to a reproduction of new opportunities and thought patterns, as in theory, does not create limitat ions 
of what traditionally is seen as right and true. With this said, it does not mean that we must reject 
everything we hitherto perceived as real. This just arouse some thoughts that we are neither bound to 
shackles of tradition or history, and that we as humans are ourselves creators of the future, as we want it 
to be. 
Within social constructionism, you relate critically to individualism, in the sense that the world 
is cognitively constructed by man as a whole, thus the individual cannot take deliberate individualis t ic 
actions (ibid, 22). In addition, seen from a social constructionist angle, relationships and not individua ls 
are the foundation and basis of society. From this relational view whereby social relations determines the 
world we live in, we can thus reconstruct everything we consider as personal. Our private thoughts and 
the entire human emotional spectrum, is depending on the relational context in which they arise from, in 
the sense that these emotional states is not something inside us, but rather performative acts (Gergen & 
Gergen, 2005, 22). Under this assumption, the emotional states is not firmly established as part of our 
brain structure and personality. These conditions arise, however, because of social relations and without 
these relationships, there is not much that can be said to be "private" in our lives (ibid, 22). 
Since mental disorders today have received more attention, and that there in recent years have 
been made several psychiatric diagnoses, this, according to a social constructionist perspective, gives 
rise to implications and effects (Gergen & Gergen, 2005, 26). The notion that mental disorders or 
personal shortcomings have been scientifically recognized, means then that we are going to construct 
ourselves (ibid.). As these mental disorders first have been elucidated in recent years, it means that it is 
man that constructs what is viewed as a disorder or not. The point is that these disorders are not located 
in one place waiting to be found and discovered, but that we as humans rather construct certain actions 
that can be diagnosed with as a disorder. That said, it does not overlook the existence of mental illness, 
but the point is that if a person gets a diagnosis, for example, clinical depression, and is really just 
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depressed, this can lead to an addiction to antidepressants for life, which basically is unnecessary (ibid, 
26). 
6.1.5 Psychoanalysis 
Here we find it necessary to consider Freud’s psychoanalysis. The psychoanalysis is consisting of 
psychodynamic process’, which describe the psychological forces that affects the individual as well as 
between individuals. The psychodynamic aspect is referring to the fact that the human personality 
consists of several aspects such as instincts, morals, consciousness and unconsciousness. The interaction 
between the conscious and the unconscious has the utmost effect on the impact of the formation of the 
structure of the personality (Brørup, Hauge & Thomsen, 2006, 30).  This can be connected to Hare theory 
on psychopathy, because it works within the same traits as well as it is working with the forces that affect 
the individual and between individuals.  
Psychoanalysis is a theory based on an understanding of how the individual develops personality 
structure through phases and stages of development in the infant years (Bertelsen, 2001, 40). This 
approach is based on an understanding consisting of the fact that how the individual acts and lives is 
determined by the forces of nature and biological behaviors that are impossible to control or even as 
something we are not aware of (ibid, 29). From a psychoanalytic perspective, personality is viewed as a 
dynamic system, which essentially is characterized by the relationship between the conscious and 
unconscious mind (ibid, 42). Freud found through his experience of psychoanalytical treatment a division 
of the human personality, which is divided into three structures: 'id', 'ego' and 'superego'. These structures 
acts as man's inner functions and forces, which causes and forms the personality. The way these interact, 
reflect the individual's personality (Brørup, Hauge & Thomsen 2006, 29).  
In Figure 1, one can see that the primitive and innate part of the personality is the ‘id’. This is 
where the human urges and later repressed psychological instances is found. The ‘id’ is unconscious and 
driven by the pleasure principle, with a quest for satisfaction from one's primary processes, where reason 
and logical mentality does not exist (ibid, 29). In contrast to the urge-controlled ‘id’, the ‘superego’ of 
the personality is where ideals and conscience are established. The ‘superego’ acts as the monitoring and 
controlling part of the personality. The ‘superego' leads the individual on track, according to the morality 
and norms of the surroundings. If these guidelines fail to be followed, it can cause a reaction of shame 
and guilt (ibid, 30). Between id and superego is the ego, which is the reality-oriented part of the 
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personality (ibid.). This functions as a balancing act between the satisfaction of the urges and the ideals. 
It ensures a compromise between them. Ego contains a series of conscious functions; perception, 
thinking, memory, language etc., that determine the person's adjustment. These features have 
unconscious defence mechanisms. If a person is not in possession of a strong and balanced ego, but 
dominated by instincts, this can cause impulsive breakthroughs and a "(...) spineless psychopath who 
only has eyes for his own immediate pleasure" (ibid.). 
It is known that Freud’s psychoanalysis was largely based on therapeutic interviews, of which he 
made several hundreds with his patients, each an hour long. These interviews were based on the 
therapist’s “even-hovering attention” and the patient’s free associations (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 12). 
These interviews are qualitative interviews, which produce new psychological knowledge about 
neuroses, dreams, personality, and sexuality. These interviews made by Freud gave rise to the knowledge 
that still today, a hundred years after, has a prominent position in the textbooks of psychology 
(Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 12). Psychoanalysis is still an important factor within psychology and retains 
to have an impact on the profession psychotherapy.  
Taking this in relation to Hare’s theory, Freud often emphasized that modern civilization is 
constructed on the suppression of instincts and that each individual should surrender some parts of one’s 
aggressive or malicious inclination. However, it is important to stress the fact that Freud never focused 
specifically on criminal behavior. Within Freud’s work, it was stated that an individual who cannot 
suppress instincts and has an unyielding constitution becomes a criminal, no matter one’s social position 
or exceptional activities, which enables one to be viewed as a successful man or a hero (the narcissis t). 
In Freud’s phrase (1901) “Civilized sexual morality and modern nervous illness”.  In Freud’s work, he 
saw a connection between a constitutionalized predisposition and criminality, which he saw as a 
weakness of repression. Important to note, in relation to Hare, is that Freud distinguished psychopathy 
as a guiltless crime (i.e. a psychopath develops no moral institutions). Moreover, he saw it is if 
psychopaths deliberately created situations where their punishment would be inevitable expressed as a 
manifestation of the unconscious guilt (Fonagy & Target, 1996).  This connected to Freud’s early views, 
it could be suggested that that delinquent children are not disposed to internalized parental norms and in 
that way would be inclined to seek gratification through impulsive or instinctive behaviors, which would 
be shown as defects of the superego in accordance to Freud’s theory of psychoanalysis.  
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6.2 MEASUREMENTS 
It has been found that problems arise in the diagnosis of ‘psychopathy’. There is psychopathy in differ ent 
degrees and in the light of this, establishes a number of characteristics that must indicate whether a 
personality structure is psychopathic or not. The following section deals with an account of two 
diagnostic systems; the US diagnostic system DSM and the European WHO ICD-10 and lastly Hare’s 
assessment system PCL-R, where only PCL-R contain the diagnosis ‘psychopathy’. However, it is found 
that DSM and ICD-10 contain some very similar diagnosis; anti-social personality disorder and dissocial 
disorder. 
6.2.1 Psychopathy Checklist-Revised 
When it comes to assessing ‘psychopathy,’ the international standard for the assessment is the Hare 
Psychopathy Checklist-Revised (PCL-R; Hare, 1991, 2003). Following publication of the second edition 
of the PCL-R (Hare, 2003), the 16th Mental Measurements Yearbook referred to it as “the gold standard 
for the assessment of psychopathy” (Acheson, 2005, 429– 431). 
The PCL-R is a reliable and valid clinical construct rating in which a qualified examiner uses a semi 
structured interview, case history information, and specific scoring criteria to rate each of 20 (see 
enclosure 1) items on a 3-point scale (0, 1, 2), according to the extent to which it applies to a given 
individual. Total scores can range from 0 to 40 and typically are seen as a reflection of the degree to 
which an individual matches the clinical conception of a prototypical psychopath (c.f., Guay, Ruscio, 
Knight, & Hare, in press). 
The PCL-R items can be grouped into four correlated factors or domains (Hare & Neumann, 2005, 2006; 
Neumann, Hare, & Newman, in press). These domains are described as Interpersonal (e.g., grandiose, 
conning, manipulative, deceptive), Affective (e.g., shallow emotions, lack of empathy, guilt, or remorse), 
Lifestyle (stimulation seeking, irresponsible, impulsive and nomadic), and Antisocial (e.g., poor 
behavioral controls, early behavior problems, criminal versatility). Two direct derivatives of the PCL-R 
are the Psychopathy Checklist: Screening Version (PCL: SV) (Hart, Cox, & Hare, 1995) and the 
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Psychopathy Checklist: Youth Version (PCL: YV) (Forth, Kosson, & Hare, 2003). The PCL: SV is a 12-
item scale that is frequently used as a screening tool for psychopathy or as a stand-alone instrument, 
particularly with community and psychiatric populations (e.g., Guy & Douglas, 2006; Steadman et al., 
1999). The PCL: YV is a 20-item scale used with adolescents. The PCL: SV and the PCL: YV have the 
same psychometric properties and 4-factor structure as the PCL-R (Neumann, Kosson, Forth, & Hare, 
2006; Vitacco, Neumann, & Jackson, 2005). Like the parent PCL-R, they are good predictors of crimina l 
and violent behaviors. Although the PCL-R and its derivatives were designed to measure the construct 
of psychopathy for research purposes, they are widely used as key factors in assessing treatment options 
and risk for recidivism and violence. 
The PCL-R is also used in American proceedings for civil commitment of sexually violent predators, 
Canadian applications to have an offender declared a dangerous offender or long-term offender, and in 
U.K. designations of dangerous and severe personality disorder. The past decade has seen a sharp rise in 
its use by forensic clinicians (Archer, Buffingtom-Vollum, Stredny, & Handel, 2006; Lally, 2003) and 
in its acceptance by the courts (Walsh & Walsh, 2006). Applications of the PCL-R and the construct it 
measures to law enforcement are outlined by O’Toole (2007) and by Logan and Hare (in press).  
When using psychological instruments, it is important to keep the potential influence of cultural, ethnic, 
and racial factors in mind. The available evidence is that the PCL-R and its derivatives have much the 
same structural properties and implications for crime and violence in various racial, cultural, and ethnic 
groups (Bolt, Hare, & Neumann, in press; Bolt, Hare, Vitale, & Newman, 2004; Cooke, Kosson, & 
Michie, 2001; Skeem, Edens, Camp, & Colwell, 2004). In particular, they do not appear to be biased for 
or against Caucasian or African American offenders. It is important to note that the PCL-R and its 
derivatives are controlled instruments. For clinical and forensic purposes, this means that the user must 
have the academic training, practical experience, and professional qualifications required for the 
administration and interpretation of psychological tests. Moreover, PCL-R items cannot be scored 
without reference to the specific scoring criteria listed in the Manual (Hare, 2003). However, law 
enforcement investigators familiar with the clinical and empirical work on psychopathy (e.g., Babiak & 
Hare, 2006; Hare, 1998, 2006; Meloy, 1988, 2000) can use the information to speculate about the 
potential role of psychopathy, and to discuss its implications in a particular case. These discussions may 
suggest lines of enquiry or lead to a request for more formal hypotheses concerning psychopathy from a 
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qualified clinician. The work of investigators may be facilitated by use of the Hare P-SCAN (Hervé & 
Hare, 2003), an instrument designed to provide non-clinical indications of psychopathic traits and 
behaviors. 
  
6.2.2 DSM 
DSM Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM) is a method and a categoriza t ion 
that is used for the diagnosis of mental disorders. The ten diseases have been registered: Paranoid, 
schizoid, schizotypal, narcissistic, antisocial, borderline, histrionic, avoidant, dependent, obsessive-
compulsive (DeFife, 2010). This method, developed by the American Psychiatric Association (APA), 
has evolved since its origin in 1994. This gave the name DSM IV and was subsequently re-evaluated 
several times. Only a small development took place within DSM-IV, renaming it DSM-IV-TR, which in 
2013 became DSM-V. DSM is a system, which is only used in the United States, and therefore it is 
different from what is otherwise used in other countries. Many psychologists develop the system, and 
the association has many employees, which means that DSM is constantly evolving and therefore makes 
the system more commercial. Given this development, creating an economy around the system, and when 
it is American, it is used in many spectra of the health system. In doing so, it has been criticized to 
accommodate the pharmaceutical companies' turnover. The development of DSM-V started in 1999. 
During this 19-year period, psychology and psychiatry research developed significantly (Kupfer 
American Psychiatric Association, 2014). 
DSM-V has since been criticized for not being sufficiently revolutionary, compared to DSM-IV-TR. One 
of the controversial issues concerning the transition from DSM-IV-TR to DSM-V, provided that the 
following four out of ten mental disorders was removed from the list: Paranoid, schizoid, histrionic and 
dependent (Pull, 2013). Another criticism has been that the definitions of the various mental disorders, 
has been very specific, leading to a difficulty in defining and understanding the individual's disease. This 
problem occurs because symptoms can vary and can qualify under several different mental disorders. 
Discharged from here arises the question of whether the division of the symptoms of the various mental 
disorders must be more fluid as psychologists and psychiatrists have previously remained more 
mechanically to the DSM system (Hacking, 1995, 22) 
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6.2.3 Definition of Antisocial Personality Disorder 
Fabio Macciardi, a professor in Psychiatry & Human Behavior at the University of California has stated; 
“There is no psychiatric diagnosis of psychopathy” and he continues; “The closest thing we have in the 
manual is a personality disorder, antisocial personality disorder. But that is not always the anima l you’re 
looking for, either.” In this case the manual referred to is the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders or shortened; DSM. The DSM classifies all mental disorders, provides general diagnoses of 
these, which professionals are expected to follow, due to fact that the American Psychiatric Association 
generally accepts DSM. Since there does not exist any legit/valid psychiatric diagnosis of the term 
psychopathy it seems reasonable to investigate what Fabio Macciardi claims to be the closest thing; 
antisocial personality disorder. (Fallon, 2013). 
In the DSM, antisocial personality disorder is characterized “by a pervasive pattern of poor social 
conformity, deceitfulness, impulsivity, criminality, and lack of remorse.” Furthermore, men are more 
likely to suffer from the disorder than women, and individuals who suffer from the disorder may lack 
judgment in everyday situations and then justify their behaviors by blaming others. Numerous people 
with this personality disorder tend to participate in criminal activities because they have little sense of 
responsibility and as mentioned lack general judgment. (Black & Grant, 2013) 
6.2.4 ICD-10 
World Health Organization (WHO) has developed a different diagnosis system called ICD-10. This 
system is a general diagnosis system, which includes all diseases, both physical and mental. Mental 
disorders have their own category in this system: "Mental and behavioral disorders incl. psychological 
development disorders"(WHO 1, 2014). This chapter lists the categories F00F99 where numbers between 
00 and 99 symbolize different ailments. Within the ICD-10 belongs personality disturbances category 
F60, and in this are three subgroups. For this project, the subgroup dissocial personality disorder is 
relevant. This subcategory is called F60.2 and involves the following symptoms: immorality, anti-socia l, 
antisocial, psychopathic and sociopathic (WHO 2, 2014). 
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6.2.5 Definition of dissocial personality disorder 
Dissocial personality disorder comes into attention in regards to gross disparity between the prevailing 
social norms and behavior. It is characterized by callous unconcern for the feelings of others, gross and 
persistent attitude of irresponsibility and disregard for social norm, rules and obligations, incapacity to 
maintain enduring relationships (with no difficulty of establishment of such), low tolerance to frustrat ion 
and a low threshold for discharge of aggression (including violence), incapacity to experience guilt or to 
profit from experience (particularly punishment), and marked proneness to blame others, or to offer 
plausible rationalizations for the  behavior (WHO 2, 2014). Moreover a persistent irritability could be 
included within an associated feature. Furthermore, it is plausible that a disorder during childhood and 
adolescence may further support of the given diagnosis, though not invariably present with the diagnosis 
of dissocial personality disorder. It is given that within dissocial personality disorder other personality 
disorder are included, disorders such as:   Amoral-, antisocial-, psychopathic-, and sociopathic 
personality disorder.  
6.2.6 Theoretical understanding of the variations 
Within the variations dissocial personality disorder (ICD-10) and antisocial personality disorder (DSM-
V) the theory behind is much alike. It is reliant on the general health situation of population groups. They 
are used by physicians, nurses, researchers, health information managers among others, whom uses it to 
classify diseases among other health problems. In order to enable the storage and retrieval of the 
diagnostic information for clinical, epidemiological and quality purposes, it also provides the basis of the 
compilation of national mortality and morbidity statistics by WHO (1, 2014).  
 Important is the definition of the term ‘disorder’. The term is used to imply the existence of a 
clinically recognizable set of symptoms or behavior associated with distress and with the interference 
with personal functions (WHO 2, 2014). Used within the classification of such diseases are theories based 
on studies and research made within the last 100 years, by several scientists.  
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7 D IAGNOSING 
In this chapter, we are going to look at diagnosing. To do so we are going to look at a case, more specific, 
the case of Bernard ‘Bernie’ Madoff and the theoretical definition of diagnosing. Madoff is the one who 
committed the biggest financial fraud in the corporate world of the United States. We are going to study 
how Madoff was portrayed in the media before and after he was caught. To do so we are going to use the 
theories of Critical Discourse Analysis, Semiotics, Structuralism and the Three Appeal Forms. We have 
chosen to look at diagnosing because we find it relevant in order for us to discover if there is a difference 
between being labelled a psychopath or being diagnosed a psychopath, within the area of how one is 
portrayed and if there is a difference. 
We have chosen the specific case of Bernard Madoff. Many different reasons played a role in the 
decision of which case to research. Bernard Madoff committed the biggest financial fraud in American 
history. Because of that, there is plenty of material on him for us to use. The amount of material in the 
case however was not the final reason for our decision. Since we work with psychopathy in the 
workplace, we felt it was necessary that we would find a case where psychopathy is of importance. In 
the period of the trial, Bernard Madoff was investigated by Paul Babiak, who is renowned for working 
together with Hare on his theory of psychopathy. He wasn’t specifically diagnosed in the trial, because 
Madoff’s defense lawyer problematized the fact that Babiak hadn’t been in a room with Madoff, and that 
the, at that time found, the “disease” was on its way out of the diagnostic system, and furthermore, hadn’t 
had the proper amount of time it would take to diagnose him as a psychopath. However, Babiak 
pronounced his diagnosis of Madoff to the press, on the background that he had studied videos, interviews 
etc. of Madoff, which gave him the impression that Madoff was in the category of being able to be 
diagnosed as a psychopath. So, even though Madoff was not officially diagnosed with the disease 
psychopathy, one of the primary founders and scientists within the work on psychopathy where to 
categorize him as a psychopath. This is why we find this specific case interesting to our project in relation 
to ‘Diagnosis’. We are aware that Madoff wasn’t officially diagnosed as a psychopath.. However, we 
find it relevant to mention him in this context because there is several factors in this matter, which will 
be discussed further down.  
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7.1 THEORETICAL DEFINITION OF DIAGNOSING 
For this group work it was most important to understand how and why a person is diagnosed a 
psychopath. Naturally, to understand this we had to take a close look at what a diagnosis means and 
consists of. 
To diagnose something or someone can have multiple definitions. In our case, we use it to identify a 
person with a certain disease or condition. Meaning to investigate and identify whether someone is a 
psychopath or at least has psychopathic tendencies. Furthermore, it can be defined as to use it to 
distinguish or identify (a disease for example) by diagnosis. Last, a diagnosis can also be used to analyse 
the nature or cause of something: diagnose the reason for an economic downturn (The Free Dictionary)  
  
7.2 CASE: BERNARD MADOFF 
Bernard Lawrence ”Bernie” Madoff (born April 29, 1938) is an American former stockbroker, 
investment advisor and financier, convicted of fraud in what is considered to be the largest financial fraud 
in the history of the US (Bibliography.com). 
The Madoff investment scandal is the largest accounting fraud in American history. The list of crimes 
evolving around Bernard Madoff and his firm Bernard L. Madoff Investment Securities LLC is long. He 
has been convicted of securities fraud, investment advisor fraud, mail fraud, wire fraud, money 
laundering, false statements, perjury, making false filings with the SEC and theft from an employee 
benefit plan. All crimes together he was convicted of 150 years in prison and the forfeiture of $17,1 
billion.  
Bernard Madoff started his company Bernard L. Madoff Investment Securities in 1960. He began his 
business as a simple penny stock trader. With the help of friends and family who referred his firm to 
others, he soon rose to become the owner of one of the biggest stock trading firms on Wall Street. He 
employed his brother Peter as Senior Managing director and Chief compliance Officer. Peter's daughter 
Shana Madoff and Bernard sons Andrew and Mark, were next to become employees at Madoff’s firm. 
Bernard Madoff’s sons were the ones who alerted the federal authorities when they learned of the Ponzi 
scheme their father was operating. According to Madoff, the fraud began in the 1990’s, however the 
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federal investigators speculate the scheme already began in the early 1970’s. Not only is it unsure when 
the actual fraud began but also how big the size of the fraud was. Madoff claims that not more than 
US$50 billion were defrauded. The federal authorities estimate the size however to be more around 
US$64,8 billion. Unfortunately, it seems impossible to derive at a certain amount. Madoff was skilled 
and very careful in hiding his funds. The man operated the largest Ponzi scheme in the world for a long, 
although uncertain, amount of time. Only by the help of his sons, it was possible to uncover his fraud. 
On March 12, 2009, Madoff pleaded guilty to all charges and confessed to operating the largest ponzi 
scheme in history. A ponzi scheme is a fraudulent investment operation in which the operator, of said 
scheme, takes money from investors and instead of paying them back from the profit earned by the 
investment, the operator will take money from a new investor and repay the first investor with that 
money. On a final note and before an analysis, there is one important aspect of the case to be mentioned.  
When the trial against Madoff was underway, the defenders of one of his former executives, tried 
to call a witness on “corporate psychopaths” in order to claim Madoff was an extreme manipula tor.  
This is of course interesting in regards to our investigation into the case of Madoff in relation to Robert 
Hare and psychopathy. However, there is also another and rather interesting fact about the called witness 
on “corporate psychopaths”. 
It was none other than Paul Babiak, a licensed psychologist, who is the co-author with Robert 
Hare of the book “Snakes in Suits: When Psychopaths Go to Work,”. Therefore, one can argue that there 
is at least some chance of viability, when looking at the case by using Robert Hare. 
In regards to the events during the trial, there was a wish that Babiak would testify for Daniel Bonventre 
(the former executive), and argue to the fact that Madoff is a clinical psychopath, and thus could deceive 
Bonventre. This would be based on Babiak, court documents, examining video, articles and transcripts. 
However, Madoff's’ defense lawyer argued that due to the fact that Babaik had not personally 
done a diagnosis of Madoff and only had seen video clips and read news articles, he could not diagnose 
him. Nevertheless, it was argued that Madoff did in fact show enough traits of psychopathy that the 
testimony of Babiak could be used. 
According to a letter, sent from Babiak to the defenders of Bonventre, Babiak made comments 
on Madoff such as; “grandiosity, pathological lying, conning and manipulating others, callous disregard 
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of others, lack of empathy and parasitic living,” and “The longer an object’s relationship with the 
psychopath, the greater the object’s vulnerability.”  (Larsen, 2014). 
 
7.3 BEFORE AND AFTER 
When working with both of the cases, Madoff and Bagger, it is worth noticing that the main source of 
knowledge comes from interviews, which is a form of data collection, that with some justice, has been 
subject to a lot of debate. From an epistemological point of view, it is difficult to determine whether the 
data collected is an objective or a subjective truth. There are two different epistemological conceptions 
of interviewing. One is seen as a process of knowledge collection and one as a process of knowledge 
construction (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 57), metaphorically referred to as the interviewer as a miner or 
as a traveller. The miner is digging to find the hidden, objective truth, whereas the traveller is on a journey 
with the interviewees, somewhat constructing subjective knowledge. In these specific cases it is not of 
special importance, whether it is collected or constructed knowledge, as the focus is on showing how 
these people were portrayed in the media and popular literature, and not much on whether it is a 
subjective or an objective truth, which is shown. 
 
When studying how Madoff was portrayed before and after he confessed to the Ponzi scheme, we are 
doing so using articles, in other words journalistic interviews. In the 20th century, journalistic interviews 
have been taken for granted as a standard form of human relations, whereas in the 19th century it were 
regarded as somewhat dangerous practices (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 17). Journalistic interviews are 
conversations used as research, in other words professional conversations. Within that, it is given to be 
qualitative interviews. Qualitative interview attempt understand everything from the subject’s point of 
view, to unfold the meaning the subject’s experience, and to uncover the world they live in prior to the 
scientific explanations (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 3). Interviews are conversations and interact ions 
between interviewer and interviewee, which make it rather subjective in the sense that it is influenced by 
the subjective ideologies and purposes of the given individual. Though Merleau-Ponty (1962) consider 
it to be an important matter to only describe the given as precise as possible and not to analyse or explain. 
However, in accordance to the Phenomenological method this is not possible. This is important to stress 
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when working with articles. Research interviews are based on conversations in the daily life; it is an 
interview where the interaction between the interviewer and the interviewee constructs knowledge 
(Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 4). When working within the phenomenological method there is several 
things to take into consideration, such as; life world (i.e. the interviewed being the interviewee’s life), 
meaning (i.e. finding the meaning in the themes of the interviewee’s life), qualitative (i.e. seeks the 
knowledge expressed in normal language), descriptive (i.e. the interviewer encouraging the interviewee 
to describe the themes in one's life as descriptive as possible), specificity (i.e. only descriptions of specific 
situations are elected), deliberate naiveté (i.e. the interviewer exhibits openness  to new and unexpected 
phenomena), focus (i.e. the focus of the interview is on particular themes), ambiguity (i.e. the answers 
of the interviewee are sometimes ambiguous), change (i.e. the interviewee can change descriptions of, 
and attitudes towards, a theme), sensitivity (i.e. the same questions used by the same interviewer may 
produce different statements, due to varying sensitivity and knowledge about the interview), 
interpersonal situation (i.e. the knowledge is constructed in the interaction between two people), and 
positive experience (i.e. well-conducted interviews may propose enriching experience for the subject, 
and further the insight to one’s life) (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2015, 32-35). It is important to mention that 
this is both in regards to the case of labelling as well as this case; diagnosing. 
  
7.3.1 Portrayal of Bernard Madoff before 
When working with Bernard Madoff we find it necessary to analyse how he was portrayed before he was 
convicted with fraud in 2009. We will do so by using the article “Madoff tops charts; skeptics ask how” 
written by Michael Ocrant on May 2001. This part of the chapter will be structured around Critical 
Discourse Analysis to begin with, whereas we will delve deeper into the article by using Structuralism, 
Semiotics, and The Three Appeal Forms to shed light upon the symbols, wording and use of words. 
This article is written when Madoff Securities was ranked as one of the top three market markers’ in 
NASDAQ stocks and had reported positive returns within the last 11-plus years in assets (Ocrant, 2001, 
1). Furthermore, Madoff is portrayed as a successful man within the corporate world as well as Wall 
Street.   
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First off it is important to notice that this article was written before Madoff was incarcerated for the 
Ponzi-Scheme scam he had going on. As the article's headline already points out, sceptics wonder how 
Madoff Investment Securities could have such high returns without any volatility. Madoff Investment 
Securities is being highly praised in the article as “one of the top three market makers in Nasdaq stocks, 
cites itself as probably the largest source of order flow for New York Stock Exchange-listed securities, 
and remains a huge player in the trading of preferred, convertible and other specialized securities 
instruments.” The choice of words in this article is really highlighting how important and famous Madoff 
Investment Securities was at Wall Street. “Mention Bernard L. Madoff Investment Securities to anyone 
working on Wall Street at any time over the last 40 years and you’re likely to get a look of immediate 
recognition.” That one would get an immediate look of recognition by just mentioning the name inclines 
the high respect Wall Street people had for Madoff Securities. Throughout the text the question of how 
Bernard Madoff did so well on the stock market is not being answered but when the question is being 
posed to Bernard Madoff he simply answers by stating “The strategy is the strategy and the returns are 
the returns.”, which is really not saying anything of substance. Sometimes in the article the accusation 
of something dubious going on at Madoff Securities Investments, is swinging in the subtext. “More 
important, perhaps, most of those who are aware of Madoff’s status in the hedge fund world are baffled 
by the way the firm has obtained such consistent, nonvolatile returns month after month and year after 
year.”. Though no certain claims are being made. In total the article gives a very good picture of Madoff’s 
company even though you get the impression that the company is not a 100 percent clean. 
 
The article “Madoff tops charts; skeptics ask how” starts out with a short paragraph about who Bernie 
Madoff is in the relation to Wall Street and the financial corporate world. Afterwards there is a paragraph 
called “Lack of volatility” (Ocrant, 2001, 1), which is describing his strategy in regards to how he has 
attempted to gain so much compared to other corporations. Then there is a paragraph named “Questions 
abound” (Ocrant, 2001, 2), which is about what the sceptics criticize and why. Furthermore, there is a 
paragraph called “Lack of volatility illusory” (Ocrant, 2001, 3), which elaborates on how he designed 
the strategy and it is consisting of comments from Madoff explaining and defending the strategy. After 
the mentioned paragraphs Ocrant goes more into depth with the goals and success of the strategy, this is 
found in the paragraph named “Multiple stock baskets” (2001, 4). Hereafter is the last paragraph 
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“Commissions suffice” where the content of the other paragraphs is rephrased and Madoff is underling 
the meaning of the strategy, his cooperation, and his credibility. 
Usually articles have a focus on being very critical towards the subject, which in this case is Bernard 
‘Bernie’ Madoff. However, this article puts weight on Madoff's progress and credibility. Through the 
way this article is constructed it appeals to make the reader trust what is being written, and focuses on 
the sender and the subject within the article. Because the focus is so much on the positive parts of 
Madoff's work, strategy and knowledge, the receiver is convinced by the credibility in which is received  
through how Madoff is portrayed. Therefore, Ocrant (2011) is focused on ethos (Fiske, 1982, 47) in this 
article. This is for example seen in the sentence “Madoff operates one of the most successful ‘third 
markets’ for trading equities after regular exchange hours, and is an active market marker in the 
European and Asian equity markets” (Ocrant, 2001, 1). Using the words “successful” and “active”, he 
portrays Madoff as a reliable and credible source. Moreover, there is also a great use of logos (Fiske, 
1982, 47) in this article, because of the use of facts in regards to Madoff's success. The receiver is 
convinced by the rational arguments made, such as “The capital overseen by Madoff […] has a 
cumulative compound net return if 397.5%. Compared with the 41 funds in the Zurich database that 
reported for the same historical period […] it would rank as the best performing fund for the period on 
a risk-adjust basis, with a Sharpe ratio of 3.4 and the standard deviation of 3.0%” (Ocrant, 2001, 2). 
The use of both ethos and logos (Fiske, 1982, 47) in this article is made to underline and portray the 
credibility and success of Madoff and Madoff Securities. 
When introducing Structuralism to this chapter, one who is important to consider is Ferdinand De 
Saussure, who is considered to play a significant part in the idea of Structuralism. He invented the 
connection between signifier and signified in a model (Figure 4), as well as he was a linguist and 
semiotician. 
Pursuant to Saussure, the sign contains a physical form and a supplementary mental notion. This notion 
is in its turn an apprehension of exterior reality. The sign is related to reality through the notions of the 
people who use it (Fiske, 1982, 47). Saussure’s concepts signifier and signified are used in accordanc e 
to where the sign entails a signifier, portrayed as the image of the sign. The signified, which is the mental 
notion to which it refers. The use of these concepts is to divide reality up and categorize it so that one 
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can comprehend it. People, determined by the culture or subculture to which they belong, make up the 
signified (Fiske, 1982, 48). 
In this article, the signifier is Bernard ‘Bernie’ Madoff, which is what the article is centered about and 
the physical existence of the sign. Whereas the signified is success within the financial corporate world; 
because this is, what the article intend to make people reference to Madoff in that sense, which is the 
mental concept of the sign. This article makes the reader subconsciously think about Madoff as a 
successful man in the financial corporate world, because of the way Madoff’s success in the financ ia l 
corporate world is portrayed in the article. Language is constructed on a system of differences. In short 
terms, signs are differential, which means that the meaning of the sign can be explained by what it is not 
(Elias, 2011, 26). You see this in the article when Madoff Securities’ results are compared with the 
standard deviation of the capital “it would rank as the best performing fund for the period on a risk-adjust 
basis, with a Sharpe ratio of 3.4 and the standard deviation of 3.0%” (Ocrant, 2001, 2). 
Through the entire article, using both rational arguments based on facts and the critics of the sceptics, 
the article is portraying Madoff as a successful man in the financial corporate world. The article ends 
with a citation of Madoff stating, “Those who believe there is some more to it and are seeking an answer 
beyond that are wasting their time” (Ocrant, 2001, 5) – here referring to the skeptics of the strategy of 
Madoff Securities. This underlines the fact that Madoff takes a distance towards any critical attitude and 
that he states that the only reason for his success is a good strategy. 
There is a dilemma in accordance to the use of skeptics and the portrayal of Madoff. When presenting 
the skeptics expressing a “mixture of amazement, fascination and curiosity” (Ocrant, 2001, 2), which 
does not portray them as skeptical, however more, as said, fascinated by Madoff.  The questions the 
experts’ state about the strategy of Madoff is seemingly only that “no one has been able to duplicate 
similar returns using the strategy and why other firms on Wall Street haven’t become aware of the fund 
and the strategy and traded against it. […] Why Madoff Securities is willing to earn commissions off the 
trades but not set up a separate asset management division to offer hedge funds directly to investors and 
keep all the incentive fees for itself. […] why it doesn’t borrow the money from creditors” (Ocrant, 2001, 
3). This is afterwards answered by Madoff in a quotation. Making it seem like the reason for the use of 
sceptics only is to remove all critic towards Madoff. 
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With that said, the choice of how Madoff is portrayed is positive, because the signifier is part of the 
financial and in some way economic world, which is related to approximately everyone. Nevertheless, 
everyone has a relation in regards to economics. As the signifier in this case is signified as something 
that is relevant in every country in the world, and because of the relevance of the US economy has on 
the world economy it is found relevant for the entire world in regards to economy. This gives the article 
a very broad group of receivers, which is a positive approach both in regards to the portrayal of Madoff 
but also in regards to the world economy. 
It is understood that signs are dependent on a system, a receiver and a sender (Elias, 2011, 27), in order 
for the viewer to gain further understanding of the article. To study this, an appropriate model to use is 
the model of A.J. Greimas. The model is concerned with the concepts sender, helper, object, opponent, 
receiver, and a subject. The Article was published in the United States by MAR/Hedge, which is a 
financial newsletter that focuses on the hedge fund industry. Therefore, the primary target is readers of 
MAR/Hedge – people working in the financial sector. However, as stated before, because of the signifier 
and signified used in this article the target becomes broader and gains secondary targets who are viewer s 
worldwide. The sender of the article is MAR/Hedge, or more concrete the former managing editor 
Michael Ocrant, who made the subject to be Bernard ‘Bernie’ Madoff. The helper is the facts brought 
forward on Madoff's’ strategy, whereas the opponent in this case is the skeptics of Madoff and his 
strategy. In this case, the object is the success of Madoff's company Madoff Securities, and the strategy 
they are using. 
  
Here it would be interesting to study the triadic model by C.S. Pierce (Elias, 2011, 27). The model 
consists of a triangle containing the object in the lower right side, an interpreter in the lower left side and 
a sign in the upper part of the triangle. The object stands for what is represented, the interpretant stands 
for how it is interpreted and the sign stands for how it is represented. This can be seen in Figure 3. 
Using this model, the object is found to be Madoff, who is represented through his success using his 
strategy in the financial corporate world, in other words, his success in the financial corporate world is 
given to be the sign. One can interpret Madoff as a symbol of success within the financial corporate 
world, so that the interpretant is the understanding of Madoff as a symbol.  
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To make a small conclusion of this, it is seen using several models that before Madoff was caught he was 
seen as a very significant and successful man in the financial corporate world. It uses an epic worldwide 
understanding of Madoff, which relates to the entire world. Through different tools Michael Ocrant aims 
at relating Madoff to success, though using sceptics to portray him. 
  
7.3.2 Portrayal of Bernard Madoff after 
As well as we found it necessary to analyse how Bernard Madoff was portrayed before he was caught, 
we also find it necessary to analyse how he was portrayed after he was caught in 2009. We will do so 
using the article “The Madoff Affair – Con of the Century” published in ‘The Economist’, December 18, 
2008. This part will be structured around Critical Discourse analysis, whereas afterwards we will delve 
deeper into the article using Semiotics, The Three Appeal forms, and Structuralism - whereas within 
Structuralism we are going to work around the theories  Ferdinand de Saussure model of meaning, C.S. 
Pierce model of meaning and furthermore A.J. Greimas actantial model. We are going to use these 
theories in order for us to shed light upon the symbols, wording and the use of signs and words. As used 
in the latter chapter.  
The article is written in the period where Madoff was not convicted, however, he had confessed and the 
trial was ongoing. Moreover, Madoff is portrayed as a villain, because of his bad impact on thousands of 
people’s lives and economy. 
  
The article’s sub-header is already enormously influential in the shaping of opinion concerning Bernard 
L. Madoff “There are no heroes in the Madoff story; only villains and suckers”(The Economist, 2008, 
1). The comparison between heroes, which do not exist in the Madoff story and the villains, leaves the 
impression that Madoff is nothing but a villain. Taken of his humanity and reduced to a villain there can 
be nothing good Madoff ever did. 
Every reader of this article might feel different of what a villain and what a sucker is but the way the sub-
header is formulated everyone will feel that Madoff is both a villain and a sucker. Furthermore it can be 
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seen as if the people, who were willing to invest in his company, are the suckers. This because of all the 
actual warning signs in regards to his company, which will be elaborated on later in this section. This is 
a clear example of how this article instantiates forms of social inequality (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008, 
12). The article continues to ridicule Bernard Madoff; “Almost half a century later, the colossal Ponzi 
scheme into which it mutated has proved impossible to keep afloat - unlike Mr. Madoff’s 55-foot fishing 
boat, “Bull” (The Economist, 2008, 1). The reference to his huge fishing boat leaves Madoff to simply 
being unlikeable. It plays on all his money and how wasteful he lives. When the article is giving a list of 
all the victims one thing especially stands out, the Jewish charities. Already the fact that Madoff 
defrauded charities seems to be incredibly heartless but as the article points out some of the charities face 
closure after being scammed for their money. Madoff could not have been portrayed more cold-blooded. 
By giving a list of victims, the article puts a face on all the people Madoff defrauded and by that, lets his 
crimes seem so much more real.  
“...Steven Spielberg; the owner of the New York Mets baseball team; Carl Shapiro; a nonagenarian 
clothing magnate who may have lost $545m; thousands of wealthy retirees…” (The Economist, 2008, 
1). Any fan of the New York Mets or anyone who ever enjoyed a movie by Steven Spielberg, will now 
dislike Bernard Madoff even more than before. This shows how highly dominant the ideology of right 
and wrong are manifested in the language of this article (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008, 12). 
The article continues to point out how many warning signs there were, not to invest in Madoff Securities 
and how all of the warning signs were ignored. This does not only let Madoff stand in a bad light but the 
industry as a whole, along with the people who are so obsessed with making money, that they ignored 
the warnings and risks.  
“This failure of due diligence by so many funds of funds will deal the industry a blow. They are paid to 
screen managers, to pick the best and to diversify client’s holdings - none of which they did properly in 
this case” (The Economist, 2008, 2).  
All this sentence is basically saying is, that even though there was obviously something shady going on 
at Madoff Securities, all the people responsible for checking up on financial crimes didn't do their job 
properly, which leaves the whole industry to be unsafe. It is here seen that the social inequalities gets to 
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be produced and reproduced in the language, however how the language and social problems can be 
challenged in the use of language (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008, 12). 
Even though the article does not implicitly write it, the relation between Madoff Securities and the 
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) was conspicuous.  
“As a Wall Street fixture, Mr. Madoff was close to several SEC officials. His niece, the firm’s compliance 
lawyer, even married a former member of the team that had inspected the market making division’s books 
in 2003 - though there is no evidence of impropriety.” (The Economist, 2008, 2-3). 
  
The article “The Madoff Affair – Con of the Century” starts out making a metaphor in regards to Madoff. 
This is done in the subhead “There are no heroes in Madoff’s story; only villains and suckers” (The 
Economist, 2008, 1). As this is one of the first thing one reads it creates a distance to Madoff, and through 
the metaphor of him being a ‘villain’ or a ‘sucker’, the reader is unconsciously pre-determining Madoff 
as a scoundrel, and the people doing business with him as greedy suckers. Afterwards the first part of the 
article is consisting of a short introduction to the schemes Madoff had been playing, and the impact it 
had had on other people as well as corporations.  Furthermore, there is a paragraph called “Charming, 
but far to smooth” (The Economist, 2008, 1), which is describing the scheme in greater detail, but also 
all the warnings there had been in the past, warning the ones working with him and looking into him and 
his firm that something was wrong. Moreover, it elaborates on who was involved and how Madoff argues 
that he was working alone. The article ends up explaining how the Madoff scheme has had an impact on 
the rules in regards to the financial corporate sector and advises on how not to make this happen again. 
This article follows the norms for articles, being very critical towards the subject of the article, which in 
this case is Bernard ‘Bernie’ Madoff and his Ponzi scheme. This specific article puts a lot of weight on 
Madoff’s wrongdoings and portrays him as a villain. The article is constructed in such a way that it 
appeals to the reader by making what is being written trustworthy, and in that regard focuses on the 
sender and the subject within the article. Because it focuses so much on the negative of Madoff’s Ponzi 
scheme, the reader is convinced by the credibility of the ongoing trial, as well as the facts given in the 
article, which is received through how Madoff is being portrayed. This gives the focus that the appeal 
form ethos (Elias, 2011, 47) is being used in the article, because it appeals to the trust of the system in 
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regards to the, at that time, ongoing trial, and the credibility of the information given, because it has 
statements from given clients of Madoff Securities. This is for example seen in the sentence “the fact that 
the fraud could top $50 billion looks increasingly plausible: clients have admitted to exposures 
amounting to more than half that” (The Economist, 2008, 1).  Moreover, there is also a great use of pathos 
(Elias, 2011, 47) in the article because it appeals to the emotions of the receiver, when mentioning the 
many people who were victims in this case and the many businesses that were on the verge of bankruptcy 
because of their investments in Madoff Securities. As an example this can be found in this paragraph 
“The known list of victims grows longer […] Among them are prominent billionaires, including Steven 
Spielberg […] Carl Shapiro […] who may have lost $545m; thousands of wealthy retirees; and a cluster 
of mostly Jewish charities, some of which face closure” (The Economist, 2008, 1). Lastly, there is also 
found a great use of logos (Elias, 2011, 47), which appeals to the common sense of the reader, doing so 
by using rational arguments based on the facts such as “The $17,1 billion that Mr Madoff claimed to have 
under management earlier this year is all but gone. His alleged confession that the fraud could top $50 
billion looks increasingly plausible” (The Economist, 2008, 1). Here the facts is found in phrases such 
as “his alleged confession” (The Economist, 2008, 1). So to say that this is a rather significant fact, 
because this is the reason for the ongoing trial, aware the he could allegedly have been caught later on. 
However, even though Madoff is portrayed as a villain in this article, he is still referred to as “Mr. 
Madoff”, which is a reference containing a high amount of class and respect. This can cause a bit of a 
confusing in regards to how he otherwise is portrayed. However, it is not found to have that great of an 
impact on the total portrayal of Madoff in this article. The use of all the three appeal forms – ethos, logos, 
and pathos - in this article is used to underline and portray the wrongdoings of Madoff and him being a 
scoundrel. 
Yet again, it is important to look at the article using Structuralism. By doing so, Ferdinand de Saussure, 
plays a significant role, using his model of meaning (Figure 2).    
In this article, the signifier is Bernard ‘Bernie Madoff, which is the center of the article and also the 
physical existence of the sign (Fiske, 1982, 47). The signified being the Ponzi scheme, because this is 
the intention of the article – making people reference Madoff with the Ponzi scheme and by doing so 
making him a villain, which is the mental perception of the sign. As mentioned before, this article makes 
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the reader subconsciously think of Madoff as a scoundrel, because of the way he is portrayed (Fiske, 
1982, 48). 
Furthermore, as referred to earlier, language is a system constructed of differences. This is found in the 
subheading of the article “There are no heroes in the Madoff story; only villains and suckers” (The 
Economist, 2008, 1) where there is a clear reference to that Madoff is no hero, making a clear good vs 
evil reference. 
As mentioned in the last chapter of this paper, the choice of how Madoff is portrayed is important because 
the signifier is a part of the financial and economic world, which relates to somewhat everyone. 
Nonetheless, every person is related to economics in some way. As the signifier is signified as something 
regarding every country in the world, this case is found relevant to the entire world. This makes the article 
gain a very broad amount of receivers, which is both positive and negative. Positive, because it gives 
people an understanding of how the system works, and that they catch the bad people. Negative, because 
it is seen how long time and how much money Madoff were able to work with within his Ponzi scheme, 
which is portraying a great amount of money being lost. 
As mentioned before signs are dependent on a system, a receiver and a sender (Elias, 2011, 27), in order 
for one to gain further understanding of the given article. To study this, A.J. Greimas actantial model 
(Figure 3) will be taken into consideration. 
The article was published on the internet web page ‘The Economist’, which is centered about World 
Politics, Economics, Business and Finance, Culture, and Science and Technology. Therefore the primary 
target is the readers of The Economist – people interested in the given subjects. Conversely, because of 
the signifier and the signified used in this article the target becomes broader. The sender of the article is 
The Economist, and the subject is Bernard Madoff. The helper is the facts used in regards to Madoff's 
Ponzi scheme, whereas the opponent is the uncertainties regarding the case. Lastly, the object is the Ponzi 
scheme itself. 
Another interesting model to use in regards to structuralism is the triadic model by C.S. Pierce (Elias, 
2011, 27), the model of meaning (Figure 1). Using this specific model, the object is found to be Madoff, 
who is represented through his Ponzi scheme. In other words, his Ponzi scheme is given to be the sign. 
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Madoff can in this case be interpreted as a symbol of villainy within the financial corporate world, being 
that the interpretant is the understanding of Madoff being a symbol. 
  
To make a small conclusion, through these models it is interpreted that Madoff is portrayed as a scoundrel 
and a villain after he confessed to the crime and his wrongdoings. It relates to a worldwide understand ing 
of Madoff and what is given to be right and wrong, and so it relates to the entire world. Through different 
tools, The Economist is relating Madoff’s scheme, as something that could have been foretold, making 
a statement in the last sentence, and saying: let us learn from our mistakes. The entire article paints a 
very one-sided picture of Madoff. Of course, his crimes were bad and given the ruthlessness with which 
he defrauded countless people, he is no hero, but this article portrays Madoff as a worse human being 
than what the usual individual will think of a scam-artist. 
  
7.4 BERNIE MADOFF’S PORTRAYAL OF HIMSELF 
Lastly, we will use the discourse analysis, more precisely a Foucauldian discourse analysis, on a more 
recent piece of data. This is done in order to move closer to an understanding of the case of Bernie 
Madoff. The article “Bernie Madoff responds to Trustee Representing Fraud Victims”, is published by 
NBCnews.com, january 23rd 2015. The interesting aspect of this article, and the source to be analysed, 
is a mail send to the news publisher written by Bernie Madoff himself, wherein he answers claims made 
by the trustee.      
The reason being the extraordinary fact that lay in the actuality that he has formulated this email and text 
all by himself. No interviewer had interviewed him, and thus it can be argued to represent Madoff’s 
personal way of formulating his own view, together with the way he is portrayed in the actual article. 
The focus on the mail brings the discourse analysis to an interesting point of investigation, (i.e. the 
discourse). Furthermore, one can argue that the analysis can bring about qualitative data (McKinlay & 
McVittie, 2008, 8) to be discussed later and in the context of this paper.  
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The aim of using the Foucauldian discourse analysis to analyse Madoff is rooted in the fundamenta l 
functions of DA. That is, trying to identify a discourse as ways of behaving, valuing, thinking, speaking 
or writing (in this case of cause the self-made mail by Madoff), and thus finding a connection to the 
context of discursive interaction that is psychopathy viewed as a social phenomenon (McKinlay & 
McVittie, 2008, 9). 
 The Foucauldian analysis is more precisely based on the idea that to understand the self (or speaking 
subject), researchers have to study language and discourse (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008, 12). In this 
regard, it is important to a state that even though his theory focuses primarily on emphasis of historica l 
and ideological aspects of the discourse, it is assessed that it can also be applied in the following way, 
and context.  Furthermore, social constructionism is going to be used. Both will be done simultaneous ly.  
Nonetheless, if we take Foucault’s three-layered model of discourse into use, we find that the argument 
formerly made of social constructivism (in relation to the theory, Madoff and psychopathy) is to some 
extent right. The three layers are as follows: text (i.e. characteristics of the speech exchange), discourse 
practice (i.e. involving text production and text interpretation) and sociocultural practice (i.e. involving 
wider social and political relations [in this context also the relation to psychopathy and Robert Hare’s 20 
points in PCL-R. 
Firstly, one shall look at the text in the mail and the actual article after. It is worth to mention that much 
of the language used in the mail sent by Madoff, is professional (i.e. stock trade language). Thus, the 
reader must be aware that the focus has not been so much on the technical language, but as mentioned, 
rather the understanding of the discourse in the general language.  
If one looks at the sentence “as difficult as it is for me to live with the pain I have inflicted on so many, 
there is nothing to compare with the degree of pain I endure with the loss of my son's Mark and 
Andy”(NBC, 2015, 2). In regards to the textual layer, it is apparent that the choice of wording has a self-
centered focus. That is, he formulates in the beginning of the mail, by expressing that, despite it being 
painful for him to live with what he has done, it is nothing compared to the pain of losing his sons. What 
is characteristic here is this distance one sees in the way of wording, where his crimes are compared to 
his own suffering. However in his words, falls short of comparison. This sense of distance goes 
throughout the text. In the sentence, “As much as I tried to reach out to them in an attempt to explain the 
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circumstances that caused my betrayal they could not find it possible to forgive me. I do understand their 
unwillingness” (NBC, 2015, 2) he emphasizes that he has tried to explain to them the explanation of his 
actions, however they could not understand – he understands that they could not. If one reads into the 
context of this wording, the former mentioned distance is clear. The crime he has done is viewed as a 
circumstance that caused betrayal, and he assumes forgiveness a priori but they were not able to 
understand his truth. 
There is no actual admitting in the text, rather a constant, yet underlying and perhaps sublime, attempt at 
distancing or distortion of the truth about his crimes. Furthermore, if one looks at the paragraph “the 
trustee claimed that my sons should have known that I was not executing any trades for my advisory 
clients. I have gone to great lengths to counter this claim” (NBC, 2015, 2). This is emphasized once again 
(if one looks for the subliminal). The claim is to be countered. This is a very interesting choice of words, 
for one can argue that it implies some acknowledged truth to the claim. 
  
In regards to the discourse practice one finds general forms of argumentation that supports his view. As 
mentioned one can also interpret a great deal of distance from his side to the established truth. However, 
as previously mentioned, it appears that the usage of ‘professional broker language’ is used as well to 
justify his claims – if one is a novelist in this terminology these are best left out. The interesting aspect 
here is that such way of discourse does not presumably take any moral or guilt into account. The wording 
and arguments in the text, seems to be redden with strategically considerations, ones fit for a court room. 
  
This leads the analysis to the societal practice, one can perceive in the text. Here it is of course interesting 
to make a junction to Robert Hare’s PCL-R traits. However, it is important to emphasize that this shall 
only be done in regards to the last layer of Foucault’s theory, wherein one shall try to take the text, its 
language and discourse, into relation to broader society. This is also the point of social constructionism.  
Firstly, one can argue that both traits of grandiose sense of self-worth, shallow affect, failure to accept 
responsibility for own actions, callousness and lack of empathy and lack of remorse or guilt are visib le 
in both mentioned the former quotes from the mail. Again, this is only arguable if one follows the layers 
of Foucault’s theory. Furthermore, one can lead to the assumption of clear signs of Pathological lying, 
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conning and manipulativeness, lack of realistic, long-term goals and of course criminal versatility 
throughout the text, exemplified also, in the former mentioned quotes. From this, one can also lead that 
he seems to have some sort of distorted idea, that he will proclaim justice for the names of his sons 
(perhaps himself as well). It can be argued that he does portray a discourse, which can be associated with 
the social phenomena of psychopathy. The interesting fact is that Paul Babiak also did an analysis of 
Madoff’s words and textual wording, that is in regards to the attempt to diagnose him as a psychopath in 
relation to his trial, as mentioned before. However, it is assumed this was not done in the same way as 
this analysis.   
  
In regards to the actual article and how they portray him (unlike the latter self-portrait), one can follow 
the latter way of analytical approach. Firstly, it is obvious, if one looks at the sentence, “Bernie Madoff, 
who operated one of the most infamous Ponzi schemes in American history” (NBC, 2015, 1) what the 
tone of description is. They are very critical in their language, one could also use the example ”[…] sent 
an email to NBC News on Friday saying that the damage he inflicted on thousands of investors was 
"nothing compared to the pain he feels from the loss of his two sons”(NBC, 2015, 1). Furthermore, the 
use of quotation marks can be associated with ironic distance to the claims made by Madoff. The rest of 
the article (very short) is about, the context of his mail, without any noticeable wording. In addition, it 
brings the counter claim made by the trustee that Madoff, is attacking in his mail. 
Yet, it can be argued from this very short introduction in the article, that Madoff is portrayed as 
unreliable, and criminal. However, there is not much to assume that in regards to the social phenomena 
that is psychopathy. That is, other than the clear statement of him being part of one of the most infamous 
schemes in American history. 
  
Before a conclusion is to be made, it is relevant to use the method of Semiotics, in order to try to grasp 
the larger meaning behind the article by looking at the signs within it. In the nature of the method lay the 
fact that meaning can be derived from the whole text because of analysing smaller units of meaning. This 
can be argued to already have been done in the analysis. Therefore, it is now possible to try to derive 
from it, through the signs shown, the larger meaning. The first sign that springs to mind is of course 
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Madoff’s previously mentioned interest in distancing himself in the mail. Secondly, one can derive from 
the analysis of the actual article that they perhaps try to portray him, as news media perceives him, i.e. 
negatively. That might be the reason they allow him to get his word out, whilst subsequently, and in a 
very sober manor, brings the trustees respond. It can be argued that this article is an attempt by Madoff 
of wording and justifying his own truth. However, the news media uses this as a way of portraying the 
“sad” attempt of a criminal.  
  
Furthermore, as we have mentioned, the usage of the three appeal forms is necessary when looking at a 
text. The three are ethos, pathos and logos (Elias, 2011, 27). In regards to the article, it will be few as 
two fold – as the actual article, and the email. 
In regards to ethos, one could argue that the article is credible in its language – however, it clearly tries 
to portray Madoff as unreliable. The problem for Madoff’s credibility is that he has already been 
portrayed beforehand in the article as unreliable. Thus, his mail is by default labelled by the reader.  
In regards to pathos, it is clear that the article does not use any pathos as such (Elias, 2011, 27). However 
Madoff clearly do in his mail (as found by this analysis, to little avail). One example is the first sentence 
in his (also noted by the article); “As difficult as it is for me to live with the pain I have inflicted on so 
many, there is nothing to compare with the degree of pain I endure with the loss of my son's Mark and 
Andy” (NBC, 2015, 1). 
Finally and in relation to logos, it is again not something the article actually uses. Its primary focus is the 
presentation of the story. However, it is again also different in regards to Madoff’s mail. It is quite clear 
that he uses logical argument to support his claims (Elias, 2011, 26). In spite of this, it is more a 
strategically used logic, and as formerly mentioned, fitting for court. Again, it must be noted that, if one 
is not familiar with the terminology of the trader world, then the parts as such are hard to analyse. 
However, it can be presumed that the same case of strategic use of logic is applied here. Due to the former 
mentioned failure of both ethos and pathos, Madoff fails to pursue the reader of his logic and distance to 
his crimes.   
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In conclusion, it appears that from a discourse analysis of both the mail by Madoff and the article that 
there appears indeed to be a correlation, to the presumed social phenomena, one would define as 
psychopaths. Again, it is important to emphasize that this conclusion is only made in regards to 
Foucault’s theory and the social constructivism and the way of discourse analysis. However, it may be a 
good starting point for the further discussion of the case of Bernie Madoff, as well as this paper's general 
attempt at studying what the difference is between labeling and diagnosing someone from the financ ia l 
sector as a ‘psychopath’.  
7.5 PART CONCLUSION 
Through these analyses, we have come to conclude that firstly there is truth to the claim, that Bernard 
Madoff indeed could be diagnosed as a psychopath. Secondly, we have found interesting evidence and 
analysed this in regards to the labelling and portrayal of him within the media. Moreover, Madoff 
contains the given characteristics in order for him to be diagnosed. These findings shall be used in the 
final discussion and conclusion.  
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8 LABELLING 
Categorical labeling is a tool used both conscious- and unconsciously in order to comprehend and resolve 
the incredible complexity of the environment we struggle to perceive. Just as other human faculties, the 
concept constantly evolves, old theories are  modernized, new theories are constructed. 
In everyday life labels shape more than just our perception of colors; they also change how we perceive 
more complex targets, like for instance other human beings. 
Labeling isn't always a cause for concern but can instead be a very useful tool. In order for the individua l 
subject to catalogue the information we receive and process during our lives the aid of labels like 
"approachable," "untrustworthy," "delicious," and "unsafe" is a necessity. ‘’But it's important to 
understand that human beings who are labeled as "black," "white," "rich," poor," smart," and "simple,"  
unconsciously appear more black, white, rich, poor, smart and simple, because we've labeled them so’’. 
(Alter, Adam (2010)) 
 
8.1 THEORETICAL DEFINITION OF LABELING 
The labeling theory was firstly described by the French sociologist Émile Durkheim in his book called 
‘Suicide’. In the book he claimed that a specific crime is not so much an act which violates a specific law 
but more so an act that violates the general society. 
Èmile Durkheim was the first person to propose that society’s need to control and understand people’s 
behavior resulted in deviant labeling. In other words; in order for society to comprehend why certain 
people act in certain way labeling seems as a necessity. 
Furthermore as a regards to this the labeling theory propose that human beings are given labels based on 
how the general public look upon their tendencies or more so their behaviors. Each individual is aware 
of how they are judged by others because he or she has adopted many different roles and functions in 
social interactions and has been able to reflect upon the reactions of those present. 
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An example could be a teenager who is caught skipping class and is therefore labeled as a delinquent due 
to being absent. As a result he/she may be even less motivated to attend future classes due to thinking 
that there's no point in making an effort to attend class as no one expects he/she to be there in the first 
place. Being absent will lead to unawareness regarding the assigned homework which might lead him/her 
to not turning in the assignment. Again propagating the idea of being a delinquent student. (Crossman, 
Ashley) 
 
8.2 CASE: STEIN BAGGER 
The 1st of December 2008 IT-Factory declared bankruptcy as a result of an extensive system of financ ia l 
scams. The CEO Stein Bagger had fled Denmark because he was the lead suspect. Firstly to Dubai and 
from there to New York where he drove across the country to Los Angeles and eventually turned himse lf 
in. Over a two year period the CEO managed to artificially inflate IT Factory's revenue through an 
intensive amount of scams where banks and private investors were defrauded for over 875 million Danish 
kroner. This makes it the biggest financial fraud case in Denmark in the recent decades, a modest sum 
next to the alleged fraud of America's Bernard Madoff but enough to fuel a jet-set lifestyle of sports cars 
and French Riviera holidays sharply at odds with the Danish norm. 
During the trial investigations revealed that Bagger used a web of phantom firms to get money from 
banks and then used these same companies to place big purchase orders for IT Factory software and 
services. He was buying from himself using other people's money. To be more thorough Stein Bagger 
created a scheme by forging large sales orders, creating fictional revenue. In the scheme, real and fictiona l 
overseas "partner" companies sold non-existent large hardware and software bundles (such as a complete 
$10 million hosting center) to IT Factory. IT Factory then obtained leasing contracts financing the fake 
purchases. About half the leasing funded money paid to the partner was spent on purchases of software 
from IT Factory, thus inflating company earnings. The leasing contracts were not considered debts under 
the accounting standards used, so IT Factory looked lucrative on paper, and because the leased goods 
were fictional, each "partner" was left with about half the price as personal profit. Since each fraudulent 
transaction was for such a large amount, only a relatively small number of fake documents would be 
needed to pull off the 875 million kroner scam. 
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8.3 BEFORE AND AFTER 
It is interesting to look at how Stein Bagger was portrayed in the media and popular literature prior to 
the collapse of his scheme, and how he was portrayed afterwards. This will be done in this section, using 
an article from Computerworld published september 2008, prior to his arrest and a video-interview from 
after he was arrested. The same reservations will be taken into account as in the Madoff-articles in regards 
to phenomenology and epistemology.  
8.3.1 Portrayal of Stein Bagger before 
Stein Bagger turned himself into the Los Angeles Police Department on the 6 th of december 2008, after 
a few days on the run from Interpol and the danish police. This was only a month after he had received 
honors from two different media outlets in Denmark, hailing him as ”dygtigste af de 200 bedste i it-
branchen herhjemme” in the danish newspaper Børsen, 2008 and ”Danmarks dygtigste IT-virksomhed 
2008” (Jensen & Hansen, 2008, 1). Furthermore, a month in advance, he had been named ”Entrepreneur 
of the year” in Ersnt & Young's ”Vækstskaberkonkurrence”, a competition to create economic growth in 
the business world. 
In the article ”Her er Danmarks dygtigste IT-virksomhed” from Computerworld,  September 24th 2008, 
he is described almost as a business prodigy. The article consistently praises him for his ability to turn 
companies on the verge of insolvency upside down and make them increasingly profitable. Already in 
the subheading he is referred to as an ”expert in turnarounds”(Jensen & Hansen, 2008, 1).  
It is obvious throughout the article that he is an admirable, hard working family man, who deserves the 
respect shown to him by the journalists. With the information available today, it is clear to see that this 
admiration and respect may have polluted their judgement, as they have not researched on his background 
in regards to his alleged educations. It seems that they have trusted this man so much, that they could 
take his words as a fact, and therefore did not need to double check his statements. We know today that 
he does not have any educations, and in fact, that the university from which he claims to have received 
his bachelor, does not even exist. This helps to promote the initial ideas, that the world was so much in 
awe of this man, that not many people would question either him, his ideas or his statements. The article 
also states that he has done extensive work for Compass Group, Danish Crown, McDonalds and IBM 
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Denmark. Talking to the press offices of these companies, it has not been possible to confirm this 
information, which could indicate that this is as truthful as the part about his educations. An investiga t ive 
journalist, who wishes to remain anonymous, but has done a lot of research in the case, is convinced that 
these claims are not true, as she has never been able to confirm the claims either. Computerworld has not 
been interested in sharing their sources to this information, despite several attempts. Although there has 
been an interesting development in the comment-section of the web article, as some users had done a 
little research themselves and questioned the validity of the sources and interviews used. The sources 
Mikael P. Ljungman and Richard Jenkins and their companies eCommerce LLC and Media Power inc. 
did actually turn out to be Stein Bagger's partners in crime, and they both had a history of economic 
criminality prior to this, which was never detected by the given media. Even when confronted with the 
lack of research by users of the web page, the editor in Chief writes this response to the comments:  
”I tilfældet IT Factory har Kristian Hansen og Thomas Jensen (the journalists who wrote the 
article)  talt med mange kilder, og udvalgt dem som efter deres konklusioner på researchen ville 
give et dækkende billede af årets Top 100-vinder. Resultatet er den artikel, som findes i 
Computerworld Top 100 2008. Både Mikael P. Ljungman fra eCommerce LLC og Richard 
Jenkins fra Media Power er blevet interviewet pr telefon i midten af august. eCommerce LLCs 
hjemmeside findes på ecomm-ventures.com og Media Powers hjemmeside findes på 
www.themediapowergroup.com. Interviewene og case-historierne er blevet vurderet og 
diskuteret på redaktionen under arbejdet med Computerworld Top 100. Navnene er leveret af IT 
Factory. Hvilket er en helt normal fremgangsmåde, som kombineret med vores almindelige 
vurdering af kilder og udsagn danner grundlaget for mange artikler i Computerworld. 
Sammenhængen mellem Mikael P. Ljungman og Media Power Inc har vi ikke fanget. Men den vil 
vi hurtigst muligt tage fat på og naturligvis få en kommentar fra Stein Bagger til den 
sag.”(Hansen & Jensen, 2008, comment) 
When doing a discourse analysis on the article, it is clear to see that both the journalists and the media 
publishing it, hold Stein Bagger in high regard. As mentioned earlier, in the sub-header he is referred to 
as an expert in turnarounds. This already creates the idea that this man is to be taken very serious in this 
line of business. The next few lines go: ”Han er blot 41 år, har en ph.d. i rationalisering og har netop 
fuldendt sit mesterværk. IT Factory er vendt fra konkurs til regnskabstal, der sender selskabet helt til 
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tops som Danmarks bedste it-firma 2008”(Hansen & Jensen, 2008, 1). ”He is only 41 years,” implies 
that he has had tremendous success, despite him ”only” being 41. ”Jeg arbejder vel 75-80 timer om ugen, 
så fritiden bliver brugt sammen med familien,”(Hansen & Jensen, 2008, 1) he is quoted, which presents 
him as a hard working man, but also as a family man. The protector and the provider. In these lines he 
becomes a powerful, masculine symbol. Foucault would argue, that he becomes the symbol of success 
in our postmodern, neo capitalistic society (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008, 12). 
As in the positive article about Madoff in an earlier section, there is no real criticism in this text and the 
authors here too make use of ethos(Fiske, 1982, 47) to give the subject credibility, as the function of the 
article is to defend or explain their choice of winner of the competition. Logos (Fiske, , 1982, 47) is also 
used by name dropping all the international companies he has ”helped out”. When looking at the article 
with Saussure's structuralist (Elias, 2011, 26) glasses it also resembles the earlier analysis of ”Madoff 
tops charts; skeptics ask how”(Ocrant, 2001, 1), as Stein Bagger is the signifier and his corporate success 
is the signified. As opposed to the earlier article, this is not done using critics or skeptics, but rather by 
taking the reader through the story and history of his many successes. The reader is left with a feeling, 
that everything this brilliant man focuses his attention on, he will turn into a goldmine and that there is 
no limit to his future achievements. 
 
8.3.2 Portrayal of Stein Bagger after 
The discursive psychology examines how meanings are expressed and constructed as linguis t ic 
expressions in an interview. These linguistic expressions can be observed in different ways; they are not 
simply the informant's ordinary socially abilities learning throughout his/hers life, they are expressions  
consciously used in an interview situation to achieve a specific personal objective (Edwards & Potter, 
1992, 2-3).  This is might be the case in this interview with Stein Bagger.   
During an interview with Reimer Bo, an acknowledged Danish TV-host and journalist, Stein Bagger 
explained what essentially took place throughout the financial scam and the consequences hereafter both 
legally and personally (Christensen. Reimer. Bo 2010). 
The interview consists of a verbal interaction between Stein Bagger and Reimer Bo Christensen. After 
the interview the host, Reimer Bo Christensen, received an enormous amount of criticism from both the 
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media and private viewers. Reimer Bo had before the interview took place worked twice for IT Factory 
while Stein Bagger was the CEO, first on the 27th of November 2008 where he was the host at an event 
where IT Factory was awarded ‘‘The Entrepreneur Company of the Year’’ hosted by the company Ernst 
and Young and again only 4 days later when he functioned as a moderator during a press conference 
where Bjarne Riis introduced IT Factory as their new sponsor for their professional cycling team. The 
fact that Reimer Bo has publicly praised Stein Bagger the counterparty in the interview, definite ly 
damage his credibility. This is definitely important to keep in mind.  In the beginning of the interview 
Stein is asked about his motives and why acted the way he did;   
 
‘’Hvis ikke for egen vindings skyld, hvorfor var det så? - Det er ikke en kort forklaring. Men jeg 
kan prøve at give en. Det er vigtigt for mig at sige, at det ikke er nogen undskyldning. Der er ikke 
noget, der undskylder en handling som min. Det synes jeg ikke, at der er. Men jeg kan prøve at 
forklare, hvorfor det er gået, som det er. Jeg som barn har for så vidt aldrig følt at jeg var god 
nok, eller at jeg var velkommen eller ... Så jeg har sådan været drevet af at ville have 
anerkendelse.’’ 
With that quote, Stein Bagger acknowledges the fact that he is guilty. He means to persuade the viewer 
by appealing to the viewer’s emotions and from there get the viewer’s sympathy. His choice of language 
can influence and change the emotional response the viewer might have towards the interview and his 
criminal actions. Further on during the interview Stein Bagger also shows signs of remorse;  
 
‘’Føler du skyld for din svindel?   
- Ja ... det gør jeg. 
Hvordan? 
- Jamen skyld, fordi man jo ikke ...Det er forkert at bedrage andre mennesker. Så når man gør det, eller 
når jeg gør det så føler jeg da skyld for at have stillet andre mennesker dårligt. Folk, der har stolet på en 
og troet på en.’’   
A tendency which is unusual as a regards to the Robert hare’s definition of psychopathy, yet it can be 
argued that the self-pitying element might be a result of a completely conscious and devious Stein 
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Bagger, who knows how to articulate himself during an primetime interview in order to achieve the role 
as a victim in the general public eye. It is obvious throughout the interview that the portrayal of Stein 
Bagger has changed in the media after his conviction. From being perceived as a hard working successful 
family man he is now looked upon as a fraud.  
As in regards to what characterizes a business psychopath Henrik Day Poulsen (Danish psychiatr is t) 
notes: ‘’it’s a human being, who is incredibly focused on one’s own needs and who cares little to none 
about other people both in personal and economic situations. In a business deal he is absolutely careless 
about the consequences as long as they are in his own favour. Normally one would feel that both parts 
should get something out of a deal but that’s not the case with a person like this. Also he denies guilt and 
responsibility; it was the circumstances which was the cause not only me’’. This fits with the descriptions 
made by Cleckley, Babiak and Hare, and is used to underline the validity of labelling Stein Bagger as a 
psychopath in this regard. This is why this article can be used to underline the validity of using Robert 
Hare. 
 
When doing a discourse analysis on the interview between Reimer Bo and Stein Bagger it is clear that 
the media's portrayal of Stein Bagger has changed drastically from before his conviction till after. From 
being labeled as a hardworking family man he is now frowned upon as the criminal fraud he is.   
8.4 PART CONCLUSION 
As a part conclusion, it is seen that the way Stein Bagger is portrayed and labelled by his surroundings 
after he has been caught, relates closely to the type of character who could be diagnosed in some regards 
according to Hare’s PCL-R, which we will elaborate on later. 
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9 D ISCUSSION 
After thorough and elaborate investigation in the previous chapters, we will now take the accumulated 
empirical data and begin a discussion with the purpose of answering the problem definition. Firstly, we 
will be discussing the history of the concept “psychopathy” and the somewhat inexact science behind 
it, taking our previous work on the system of diagnosis, DSM and ICD, into consideration. Hereafter 
we will discuss the relationship between nature/nurture, connecting it to the history of the concept 
psychopathy, in order for us to bring about the final discussion in relation to our cases and 
diagnosing/labelling, thus being able to answer our problem formulation. Furthermore we will be 
considering the methods and theories, we have used throughout the dissertation.  
The reason for claiming that the science behind psychopathy is inexact, is rooted in the 
conceptual nature of the definition, however largely in the historical aspect of the concept. It has 
become apparent in the research that many different cultures have had a definition or at the very least, 
characteristics matching the current definition of the concept as it is defined by Robert Hare. 
Furthermore given the fact that we can go as far back to the time of Aristotle to see these 
characteristics, one can argue that the nature of the concept has a very long history, however having 
always been difficult to define, thus the reason for the claim, that the science behind psychopathy is 
inexact. Given the fact that there is no official diagnosis of the term, the only reference one can make to 
a definition is by the use of PCL-R. Moreover, similar characteristics are mentioned in the diagnostic 
systems DSM and ICD, called anti-social personality disorder and dissocial personality disorder. 
However given the non existing definition of psychopathy in the official medical diagnosis systems, the 
only present definition and main science behind the concept is made by Robert Hare, which is why he 
is the main source of reference. This is in good correspondence to the earlier claims about the historical 
and cultural nature of the phenomenon.  
This leads the discussion towards the concept of nature/nurture. Despite the fact that within the 
study of these concepts, there have been no use of scientific research of the possible genetic data to 
support the claim of the genetic inheritance of psychopathy, it can still be argued, based upon the 
historical empiri, that there is a certain precedence for the claim. Moreover, the nurture has an 
influence, based on both Freud’s psychoanalysis and the work of Robert Hare, both concerning the 
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child in its infant years and how it develops according to its surroundings and their primary caregivers, 
which is where they develop their personality structures. Therefore, it can be argued that there is indeed 
a basis for claiming that both nature and nurture has an influence on the development of the mental 
illness. Moreover, because of the historical aspects and information given about the characteristics of 
psychopathy, it is arguable, that there indeed is a correspondence between nature and nurture in regards 
to the definition of Robert Hare.  
Finally this leads the discussion to the main focus of this paper, that is the relationship between 
labelling and diagnosing in regards to individuals from the financial sector. This is also why we have 
focused on two cases, (i.e. Bernie Madoff and Stein Bagger.) Firstly we focus on diagnosing by 
investigating the case of Bernie Madoff, taking into consideration that he was never officially 
diagnosed with any form of mental illness. However the examination made by Paul Babiak concluded 
that there was a basis for diagnosing him as a psychopath (as defined by Hare), which came forth 
during the trial. This corresponds to our analysis of Bernie Madoff’s personal portrayal of himself, 
which also shows how he views himself in accordance to his surroundings, where we too, like Babiak, 
find telltale characteristics of Hare’s definition. Furthermore we looked at the labelling of Bernie 
Madoff before and after the scandal, as we also did with Stein Bagger. Overall when looking at the 
concept of labelling, it can be argued to be in great correspondence with the nature of the concept, as it 
has been a concept in many cultures different from ours, where they too had a difficult time defining it, 
and in some ways must have also relied on a form of labelling of the people of interest. Labelling is 
largely something done by society or popular voices within the contemporary, whereas diagnosing is 
clearly something which can only be done by clinically trained professionals with an emphasis on 
personal conversations with the subject, in regards to PCL-R. 
In this regard it can be argued, that there is a clear correlation between what kinds of character 
traits are associated with the people labelled psychopaths and the people who are actually diagnosed 
according to Hare’s definition.  
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10 CONCLUSION 
It has become clear during our research, that there is a correlation between the people labelled a 
psychopath and the people who show characteristics relating to Hare’s definition of psychopathy and 
would be diagnosed as such, had they been in a situation, where this would be relevant. Moreover we 
have found that the people labelled psychopaths show similar characteristics as the people who are 
potentially diagnosed and people who would be suitable for a diagnosis (according to Hare’s definition). 
This is interesting in regards to the financial sector. We have found that individuals within this line of 
work, who have committed fraud, are often labelled as psychopaths, which we have shown, can be argued 
to correlate with the actual diagnosis.  
  
11 PERSPECTIVE/FUTURE WORK 
In regards to the perspective of the project, it is apparent that we could have focused more on actual facts 
and factual empirical data in regards to working with the concept of nature, that is having genealogica l 
data to back up the claims stated. The claims being that nature and nurture have a correlation in regards 
to the mental disorders, we have been working with. This could perhaps have given rise to a different 
discussion, but we feel that the conclusions would have been more or less the same, as we have data to 
indicate some sort of genetic inheritance. Moreover, there could have been a focus on collecting actual 
case studies, where individuals had been clinically diagnosed psychopathic. However due to our focus 
on the financial sector, this was not prioritized.  
In relation to future work, it could be interesting to look at how the interactions and conversations 
between the diagnoser and the diagnosed would in fact be conducted. That is due to the emphasis made 
upon this conversation in regards to an actual diagnosis of psychopathy, according to Robert Hare. 
Furthermore, it could be relevant to look at the ethics of labelling in regards to society. One could also 
look at it from an evolutionary standpoint, focusing on the advantages and disadvantages a psychopath 
would gain, if there were no ethical questions to consider. This opens up to a completely new 
philosophical discussion of how society creates and perceives the concepts of right and wrong, and if 
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these are even valid. To investigate further, it would be interesting to look closer at the cross-cultura l 
aspects and research on how and why these characteristics seem to be embedded in the human psyche. 
Finally, it could be taken into consideration, which type of leaders are essential for multinationa l 
corporations, in order for them to obtain their maximum financial potential, not taking much else but 
their bottom line into account. How they neglect to clean up after oil- or chemical spills for example, 
because it is cheaper for them to pay the fines awarded, than to actually clean up their mess. 
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